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SYLLABUS 


This  final  feasibility  report  is  one  of  four  studies  that  comprise  the 
Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  Study.  The  other  three  studies  are  con¬ 
cerned  with  flood  management  in  Cayuga,  Cazenovia,  and  Tonawanda 
Creek  Watersheds.  ^This  study  report  identifies  a  practical  develop¬ 
ment  plan  for  improved  access,  fishing,  and  recreational  opportunity 
in  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  and  along  the  Niagara  Riverfront. 
Region-wide  programs  to  achieve  effective  control  of  floating  drift 
and  streambank  stabilization  are  discussed.  An  important  aspect  of 
the  considered  plans  is  staged  development  according  to  the  availa¬ 
bility  of  funding. 

The  study  has  considered  several  areas  including  the  Niagara  River 
which  is  a  largely  underdeveloped  natural  resource  immediately  ad¬ 
jacent  to  a  large  urban  population.  Large  areas  of  heavy  industrial 
and  commercial  development  have  left  only  isolated  riverbank  areas 
with  fishing  and  recreation  potential.  The  considered  plans  Include 
measures  to  interconnect  these  areas,  provide  safe  access,  and  develop 
fishing  and  recreational  opportunity. 

Stressed  are  the  use  of  public  transportation,  bicycle  paths,  water¬ 
front  ferry  service,  and  strolling  as  access  modes,  and  safety  and 
aesthetics  as  criteria.  Development  measures  include  new  park  land 
with  picnicking  facilities,  landscaping,  comfort  stations,  water 
safety  equipment,  and  improved  safety  for  fishing  through  the  use  of 
railings  and  sloping  stair like  bulkheads  along  the  shoreline. 

Control  of  floating  drift  and  debris  in  streams  and  along  the  water¬ 
front,  and  streambank  stabilization  are  problems  of  the  region  that 
diminish  the  environmental,  recreational,  and  other  beneficial  uses 
of  the  water  resource.  A  practical  program  of  Intergovernmental 
cooperation  and  sharing  of  resources  is  suggested  that  could  lead  to 
long-term  management  and  control  of  these  problems. 

Implementation  of  the  plan  measures  will  contribute  significantly  to 
the  social  well-being  and  environmental  appreciation  and  enjoyment  of 
the  expanding  urban  population  of  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  area  with 
minimal  adverse  impacts. 

The  development  plan  would  provide  3.0  million  annual  recreation 
user  days,  or  approximately  $3.7  million  in  equivalent  annual  benefits 
at  an  equivalent  annual  cost  of  approximately  $1.04  million.  The 
benefit-cost  ratio  of  this  plan  is  3. 5:1.0.  The  first  phase  of  de¬ 
velopment  could  provide  2.0  million  annual  recreation  user  days,  or 
approximately  $2.5  million  in  equivalent  annual  benefits  at  an  equiv¬ 
alent  annual  cost  of  approximately  $0.5  million.  The  benefit  cost 
ratio  of  the  first  phase  of  development  is  4. 7; 1.0. 


Corps  participation  in  the  Implementation  of  the  development  plan 
would  include: 

(1)  Rehabilitation  of  the  Bird  Island  Pier  for  public  safety;  and 

(2)  Dredging  of  Black  Rock  Canal  to  remove  additional  sediment 
deposition  from  Scajaquada  Creek  if  the  Creek  is  by-passed  around 
Delaware  Park  Lake. 

The  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation  could  cost-share  with  non- 
Federal  interests  in  the  development  cost  of  all  elements  of  the 
development  plan  except  the  Corps  activities  outlined  above  and  the 
Waterfront  Ferry  Service. 
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BUFFALO  METROPOLITAN  AREA,  NY 
COMPREHENSIVE  WATER  AND  RELATED  LAND  RESOURCE  MANAGEMENT 


FOREWARD 


1 .  Purpose  and  Scope  of  Study 

/The  purpose  of  this  Comprehensive  Study  is  to  develop  alternative 
water  and  related  land  resource  management  plans  compatible  with  the 
comprehensive  urban  development  goals  of  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan 
Area.j  This  study  is  one  of  four  studies  that  comprise  the  Buffalo 
Metropolitan  Area  Study*  The  other  three  studies  are  concerned  with 
flood  management  in  the  Cayuga,  Cazenovia,  and  Tonawanda  Creek 
Watersheds.  (This  final  feasibility  report  addresses  provisions  for 
improving  streambank  protection,  water-related  recreation,  fish  and 
wildlife  management,  and  water-related  environmental  quality  manage¬ 
ment.  ^ Since  the  Erie-Niagara  Counties  Regional  Planning  Board  is 
developing  a  comprehensive  areawide  waste  treatment  management  plan 
under  Section  208  of  Public  Law  92-500,  neither  this  final  feasibility 
study  nor  the  other  reports  accomplished  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  under 
the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  Study  authority  will  include  consideration 
of  wastewater  and  related  water  quality  management  in  the  area. 

This  final  feasibility  study  Includes:  an  assessment  of  water  and 
related  land  management  needs;  development  of  measures  that  respond 
to  those  needs;  and,  an  evaluation  of  alternative  plans. 

2.  Area  of  Study 

The  study  area  is  shown  on  Plate  1.  It  includes  all  of  the  Erie- 
Niagara  basin  and  those  watersheds  tributary  to  Lake  Ontario  eastward 
from  the  Niagara  River  to  the  Johnson  Creek  watershed.  Portions  of 
Chautauqua,  Cattaraugus,  Allegany,  Wyoming,  Genesee  and  Orleans 
Counties  are  included  in  the  study  area  along  with  all  of  Erie  and 
Niagara  Counties.  The  Buffalo  SMSA  includes  all  of  Erie  and  Niagara 
Counties.  The  major  emphasis  is  on  water  and  related  land  resource 
management  needs  in  the  intensely  urbanized  portion  of  the  study  area. 

3.  Authority 

Authorization  for  a  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  Study  derives  from  a 
resolution  of  the  House  Committee  on  Public  Works  sponsored  by  Congress¬ 
man  Jack  F.  Kemp  and  adopted  on  14  June  1972  which  reads: 

"Resolved  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Works  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  United  States,  that  the  Board  of  Engineers 
for  Rivers  and  Harbors  is  hereby  requested  to  review  the 
reports  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  on  Cazenovia  Creek,  and 
Cayuga  Creek,  NY,  submitted  in  House  Document  No.  326,  77th 
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Congress,  and  other  pertinent  reports,  with  a  view  to  determine 
whether  any  modifications  of  the  recommendations  contained 
therein  are  advisable  at  this  time,  with  particular  reference 
to  providing  improvements  in  the  interest  of  flood  control, 
wastewater  management,  water  supply,  water  quality,  environmental 
quality,  recreation  and  fish  and  wildlife  for  the  Buffalo  River 
Basin,  NY." 

The  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  Includes,  in  addition  to  the  Buffalo 
River  basin,  the  Buffalo  urban  area.  Therefore,  on  5  March  1973,  OCE 
authorized  enlargement  of  the  study  area  to  include  the  Buffalo  urban 
area  (SMSA)  and  redesignated  the  study  "Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area, 

NY,  44012." 

Section  11  of  Public  Law  93-251,  dated  7  March  1974,  authorizes  a 
wastewater  management  study  of  the  Buffalo  River  Basin,  NY.  The  Erie- 
Niagara  Counties  Regional  Planning  Board  has  been  granted  $1.8  million 
by  the  U.  S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  to  develop  a  comprehensive 
areawide  waste  treatment  management  plan  under  Section  208  of  Public 
Law  92-500.  Since  this  plan  will  Include  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  area, 
it  will  satisfy  the  study  resolution  requirement  pertaining  to  water 
quality  and  wastewater  management.  Therefore,  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
Buffalo  Metropolitan  study  effort  will  not  address  water  quality  or 
wastewater  management. 

4 .  Objectives 

Based  upon  an  assessment  of  regional  needs  and  focusing  the  investi¬ 
gation  on  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area,  the  objectives  in  this  study 
are  to  develop  and  evaluate  alternative  plans  for  structural  and  non- 
structural  measures: 

a.  to  provide  improved  and  expanded  water-related  recreation 
opportunities. 

b.  to  conserve  and  improve  fish  and  wildlife  resource. 

c.  to  preserve,  develop,  beautify,  and  restore  the  quality 
of  the  water-related  environment;  and 

d.  to  provide  streambank  stabilization  and  protection  to  pre¬ 
vent  streambank  erosion  on  specified  reaches  of  streams  in  the 
study  area. 

These  specific  objectives  were  pursued  in  response  to  desires 
repeatedly  expressed  by  study  area  residents  for  improved  access 
to  and  development  of  streambanks,  shorelands  and  associated  parks. 

Full  cognizance  was  taken  of  prior  and  on-going  studies  of  the 
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Erle-Nlagara  Basin  Regional  Water  Resources  Planning  Board  and 
the  Erie-Nlagara  Counties  Regional  Planning  Board  and  the 
''Principles  and  Standards  for  Planning  Water  and  Related  Land 
Resources"  developed  by  the  President's  Water  Resources  Council. 

5.  Study  Participants  and  Coordination 

During  the  study,  coordination  was  maintained  with  various 
Federal,  State  and  local  agencies  and  governmental  entitles, 
including: 

U.  S.  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation 

U.  S.  Soil  Conservation  Service  (Erie,  Wyoming  arid  Niagara 
Counties) 

New  York  State  Department  of  Environmental  Conservation 

New  York  State  Office  of  Parks  and  Recreation 

Niagara  Frontier  State  Park  and  Recreation  Commission 

Niagara  Frontier  Transportation  Authority 

Erie  County,  Department  of  Environmental  Quality 

Erie-Niagara  Counties  Regional  Planning  Board 

City  of  Buffalo  -  Department  of  Public  Works 

City  of  Buffalo  -  Department  of  Transportation 

City  of  Buffalo  -  Department  of  Planning  and  Programming 

Informal  workshops  were  held  on  4  April  1975  and  9  May  1975  to 
acquaint  interested  agency  personnel  and  Involved  public  partici¬ 
pants  with  study  progress  and  to  give  them  an  opportunity  to  pro¬ 
vide  input  to  the  study. 

The  development  plan  was  discussed  with  a  staff  member  of  the 
Niagara  Frontier  State  Park  and  Recreation  Commission  and  staff  of 
U.  S.  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation  to  determine  cost-sharing  ar¬ 
rangements  for  the  development  plan  elements.  An  interagency 
meeting  was  held  on  26  September  1975  to  present  cost-sharing 
possibilities  and  to  obtain  the  views  of  the  various  levels  of 
Government  on  iiqplementation  of  the  development  plan. 

A  late  stage  public  meeting  was  held  on  5  November  to  present 
the  plan  to  the  general  public  and  to  solicit  their  views.  Careful 
consideration  was  given  to  their  views  which  are  reflected  in  the 
recommendations.  In  addition,  several  informal  meetings  and  dis¬ 
cussions  were  held  with  local  agencies  and  private  interests. 

Their  views  are  also  reflected  in  the  recommendations  in  this 
report. 
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Chapter  I 


SETTING 


1.  Study  Area 

The  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Study  Area  (Plate  1)  encompasses  an 
area  of  approximately  2,500  square  miles  and  contains  all  of  Erie 
and  Niagara  Counties,  substantial  portions  of  Cattaraugus,  Genesee, 
and  Wyoming  Counties,  and  small  portions  of  Orleans,  Allegany  ajid 
Chautauqua  Counties  situated  about  its  periphery. 

The  area  is  drained  by  the  following  major  watersheds: 
Cattaraugus,  Cazenovia,  Buffalo,  Cayuga,  Scajaquada,  Ellicott, 
Tonawanda  and  Johnson  Creeks,  These  watersheds  drain  into  Lake  Erie, 
the  Niagara  River  and  Lake  Ontario  and  are  bordered  by  numerous 
smaller  watersheds. 

2 .  Population 

The  combined  population  of  the  study  area  in  1970  was  estimated 
to  be  1,422,200  people  on  the  basis  of  1970  Census  data  for  each 
county  in  the  study  area. 

The  Buffalo  SMSA  which  includes  Erie  and  Niagara  Counties  had  a 
population  of  1,349,211  people  in  1970,  or  95  percent  of  the  study 
area  population, 

Plate  2  shows  the  distribution  of  population  within  the  study 
area  and  the  Buffalo  SMSA.  The  study  area  consists  essentially  of  a 
strip  of  waterfront  cities,  the  largest  of  which  is  the  City  of 
Buffalo,  generally  surrounded  by  concentric  rings  of  urbanized  and 
urbanizing  areas.  Projections  of  population  growth  made  by  the 
Regional  Planning  Board  show  that  while  Erie  and  Niagara  Counties 
will  have  a  total  population  growth  of  25  percent  by  the  year 
2000,—  the  strip  of  population  centers  along  Lake  Erie  and  the 
Niagara  River,  Area  A  in  Plate  2,  will  almost  uniformly  show  a 
population  decline,  the  largest  being  the  City  of  Buffalo  with  a 
projected  decline  of  12  percent  by  the  year  2000.  Nearly  all  the 
projected  population  growth  is  concentrated  in  the  towns  sur¬ 
rounding  the  urban  center. 


The  Regional  Planning  Board’s  projection  of  1,682,685  people 
in  the  Buffalo  SMSA  in  the  year  2000  exceeds  the  OBERS  projec¬ 
tion  of  1,419,600  people  by  18,5  percent.  The  New  York 
State  Office  of  Planning  Services  projection  is  1,557,250 
people  in  the  Buffalo  SMSA  in  the  year  2000.  The  Planning 
Board’s  projections  were  used  since  they  are  more  localized 
projections  and  are  those  used  in  development  of  their  regional 
planning  efforts. 
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3 .  Econom'' 


The  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  is  a  major  industrial  and  trans* 
portation  center.  Major  industrial  areas  are  located  in  the  City  of 
Buffalo,  principally  near  the  Buffalo  Harbor  and  along  Lake  Erie,  and 
northward  along  the  Niagara  River  to  Tonawanda-  The  cities  of  Buffalo 
and  Tonawanda  have  major  port  facilities  that  are  connected  by  a 
Federally  maintained  navigation  channel  and  lock  in  the  Niagara  River. 
Buffalo  is  a  major  rail  transportation  center,  and  lies  astride  the 
New  York  State  Thruway,  an  important  highway  linking  midwestern  and 
eastern  markets. 

Outside  the  Buffalo  urbanized  area,  the  study  area  is  primarily 
agricultural,  consisting  of  small  farms  and  dairies  with  several 
small  urban  centers  of  light  industry.  Fruit  growing  is  significant 
along  Lakes  Erie  and  Ontario  and  there  are  small  areas  of  high-value 
vegetable  farming  in  the  lake  plains.  However,  agricultural  employ¬ 
ment  now  accounts  for  a  small  percentage  of  the  total  regional  employ¬ 
ment  and  is  expected  to  decline  to  less  than  one  percent  by  the  year 
2020. 

Regional  projections  of  total  employment  show  the  increase  in 
total  jobs  of  18  percent,  from  605,900  to  714,000  in  1990.  However, 
the  percentage  of  manufacturing  jobs,  now  at  30  percent  will  decline 
by  1990  to  27  percent.  Increased  production  requirements  in  the 
metals,  machinery,  chemicals,  and  durable  goods  industries  of  Buffalo 
are  expected  to  be  met  in  the  future  by  improved  technology. 

A  dramatic  increase  is  expected  in  non-manufacturing  and  service 
industry  employment,  reflecting  a  gradual  shift  of  the  economic  base 
from  heavy  industry  and  manufacturing  to  services.  Gains  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  greatest  in  the  fields  of  personal  and  business  services, 
amusement  and  recreation,  and  medical  and  education  services.  A 
preliminary  study  by  the  State  of  New  York  Office  of  Planning  Services 
suggests  that  about  25  percent  of  the  projected  population  increase 
and  an  Increase  of  51,000  jobs  within  the  Buffalo  SMSA  through  1985 
will  be  attributable  to  the  creation  of  the  new  1,125-acre  State 
University  Campus  in  the  Town  of  Amherst.  SUNY  at  Buffalo  will  then 
be  the  largest  employer  in  western  New  York. 

4.  Land  Use 


The  study  area  consists  of  approximately  60  percent  crop  and 
pasture  land,  20  percent  woodland,  and  20  percent  urban  lands.  Ex¬ 
cept  for  a  few  scattered  small  urban  communities,  such  as  Batavia, 
Attica,  Lockport,  East  Aurora,  Arcade,  Springville,  and  Gowanda, 
nearly  all  the  urban  land  lies  within  the  City  of  Buffalo  and  the 
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towns  which  surround  the  city  in  a  circular  manner.  Concentrations 
of  industrial  land  are  located  in  the  City  of  Buffalo  near  the 
Buffalo  Harbor,  southward  from  Buffalo  along  Lake  Erie,  and  along 
the  Niagara  River  in  Tonawanda. 

5 .  Urban  Growth  Patterns  and  Projections 

Population  projections  for  the  study  area  indicate  a  pattern  of 
net  long-term  growth  for  the  region,  and  in  particular  the  Buffalo 
SMSA,  but  a  net  out-migration  from  the  central  urban  area  of  Buffalo. 

Urban  and  suburban  development  is  moving  outward  in  a  radial 
manner  from  the  city,  urbanizing  the  formerly  rural  towns  surrounding 
the  city  and  encompassing  older  small  urban  localities  such  as  Depew- 
Lancaster,  Williamsville,  East  Aurora,  and  Hamburg  (Plate  3). 

Industrial  growth  is  stretching  southeastward  from  the  Buffalo 
Harbor  area,  and  the  town  of  Lackawanna,  into  the  tovm  of  Hamburg, 
and  northeasterly  from  the  town  of  Tonawanda.  Significant  industrial 
growth  is  taking  place  in  an  easterly  direction  from  the  Buffalo  City 
line  through  the  Town  of  Cheektowaga  to  the  villages  of  Depew- Lancaster. 

It  is  projected  that  by  the  year  2020,  the  first  ring  of  towns 
around  the  City  of  Buffalo  will  be  fully  urbanized,  consisting  largely 
of  urban  residential  and  commercial  development  with  heavy  industry 
confined  within  the  corridors  mentioned  above,  and  light  industry 
confined  to  planned  development  areas.  By  this  time  the  second  ring 
of  towns  (Area  C  on  Plate  3),  including  Pendleton,  Clarence,  Lancaster, 
Elma,  and  Aurora,  will  be  suburbanized  and  partially  developed. 

6.  Environmental  Setting 


a.  Geology,  Topography  and  Physiography 

The  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  is  defined  by  the  watersheds  of 
Cattaraugus,  Cazenovia,  Buffalo,  Cayuga,  Johnson  and  Tonawanda  Creeks, 
plus  the  area  bounded  by  these  watersheds  and  Lakes  Erie  and  Ontario, 
and  the  Niagara  River.  This  region  is  located  in  both  the  Erie- 
Ontario  Lowlands  and  the  Appalachian  Uplands  provinces  of  New  York. 

The  topography  of  the  region  consists  of  a  series  of  gently 
rolling  plains  interrupted  by  east-west  striking  escarpments  as 
shown  on  Plate  4.  The  land  ranges  in  elevation  above  mean  sea  level 
from  approximately  600  feet  in  the  northern  area  to  2,000  feet  in 
the  Appalachian  Uplands. 
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The  major  geologic  formations  are  shown  on  Plate  4.  In  the 
Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  the  age  of  the  bedrock  follows  a  Paleozoic 
sedimentary  sequence  and  ranges  from  the  Lockport  Group  of  the  Middle 
Silurian  through  the  Canadaway  Group  of  the  Upper  Devonian.  The 
rock  formations  are  interbedded  shales,  siltstones,  sandstones, 
limestones,  and  dolomites  of  varying  thickness  and  sequence. 

Differential  erosion  left  the  more  resistant  rocks  as  escarpments, 
separating  the  low  irregular  surfaces  of  the  more  erodible  rocks. 

The  bedrock  in  the  region  has  greatly  influenced  the  Pleistocene 
geology. 

During  the  Pleistocene  age,  the  region  was  subjected  to  four 
major  advances  of  glaciers  which  deposited  glacial  till  as  terminal 
and  ground  moraines  covering  the  bedrock.  In  some  areas  where  lakes 
were  formed  silts  and  clays  were  deposited  over  the  glacial  till. 
Subsequent  erosion  by  the  streams  draining  northwestward  off  the 
Allegheny  Plateau  and  westward  across  the  lowland  plains  developed 
the  present  topography. 

b.  Climate 

The  climate  of  the  region  in  general  is  temperate,  humid-continental 
with  the  chief  characteristic  of  rapidly  changing  weather.  The  pre¬ 
vailing  winds  are  from  the  southwest  over  Lake  Erie. 

The  variation  in  amount  of  rainfall  received  across  the  region 
reflects  physiographic  influences.  Average  annual  amounts  reach  44 
inches  in  the  Appalachian  Uplands  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  the 
region  while  the  Erie-Ontario  Lowlands  in  the  northern  portion  of  the 
region  receive  average  annual  rainfall  amounts  as  low  as  32  inches. 

The  average  annual  precipitation  for  the  region  computed  from  long-term 
rainfall  records  at  U.  S.  Weather  Bureau  gages  is  37.4  Inches.  The 
rainfall  amounts  caused  by  storms  does  not  vary  significantly  over  the 
region.  Flood  producing  storms  are  as  likely  to  occur  in  the  Erie- 
Ontario  Lowlands  as  over  the  Appalachian  Uplands  even  though  average 
annual  rainfall  amounts  are  12  inches  less  in  the  Lowlands. 

The  average  annual  snowfall  experienced  in  the  southern  portion 
of  the  area  is  about  twice  that  in  the  northern  portion.  All  of  the 
major  streams  in  the  region  originate  in  the  southern  areas  where  the 
average  snow  depth  is  in  excess  of  90  inches  per  year. 

The  average  annual  temperature  in  the  region  is  46.9  degrees 
Fahrenheit  with  monthly  temperatures  ranging  from  69.2  degrees  Fahrenheit 
in  July  to  24.2  degrees  Fahrenheit  in  January.  The  freezing  period  is 
generally  from  5  to  6  months  long. 

c.  Hydrology  and  Water  Resources 

Plate  5  shows  the  location  of  U.S.G.S.  gaging  stations  throughout  the 
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scudy  area,  and  Includes  a  summary  of  the  characteristics  of  major 
streams  and  watersheds  of  the  region. 

Stream  runoff  patterns  are  significantly  affected  by  the  storage 
of  moisture  in  the  snow  pack  during  the  winter  months.  Although 
monthly  precipitation  in  the  form  of  rain  or  snow  is  generally  uniform 
throughout  the  year,  40  percent  of  the  annual  runoff  occurs  during 
the  spring  months  of  March  and  April  because  of  the  combined  effects 
of  rain,  frozen  ground,  and  the  release  of  moisture  retained  in  the 
snow  pack.  In  contrast  to  high  spring  runoff,  monthly  streamflows 
in  the  summer  and  early  fall  are  much  lower.  Due  to  evapotransplra- 
tion,  only  a  small  percentage  of  the  rainfall  that  occurs  during  these 
months  appears  as  runoff  in  streams. 

d.  Classification  of  Streams 

The  New  York  State  Department  of  Environmental  Conservation  (DEC) 
has  a  stream  classification  system  which  was  developed  to  protect  the 
highest  and  best  use  of  the  State's  water  resources.  The  DEC  stream 
classification  system  includes  the  following  categories: 

Class  AA  Water  Supply 

Class  A  Water  Supply 

Class  B  Bathing 

Class  C  Fishing 

Class  D  Secondary  Contact  Recreation 

The  Niagara  River  has  a  Class  A  -  Special  classification  because 
it  is  an  international  boundary  water. 

The  classification  of  streams  in  the  study  area  is  shown  on 
Plate  6.  Very  few  streams  in  the  region  are  classified  as  Class  A 
streams.  These  are  principally  located  in  the  southern  portion  of 
Erie  County  where  population  density  and  land  use  along  the  streams 
is  light.  Niagara  County  has  only  two  Class  A  streams  and  both  of 
these  are  beyond  the  projected  1990  area  of  urbanization. 

As  with  Class  A  streams,  there  are  also  few  Class  B  streams  in 
the  region,  and  these  are  mainly  in  Erie  County.  Sections  of  Cazenovia, 
Buffalo,  Scajaquada,  and  Ellicott  Creeks  within  the  1990  projected 
urbanized  area  are  classified  as  Class  B  streams.  Only  three  streams 
in  Niagara  County  are  Class  B  streams.  The  encroachment  of  urbani^ 
zation  is  the  greatest  threat  to  present  quality  of  the  water  of  these 
streams. 
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Class  C  streams,  which  can  be  used  for  fishing,  but  not  as  a 
source  of  drinking  water  or  for  swimming  are  more  numerous  than  are 
Class  A  or  B  streams*  Class  C  streams  are  scattered  throughout  the 
region,  however  almost  all  of  the  streams  in  Niagara  County  and  in 
central  and  western  Erie  County  are  Class  D  or  Class  C  streams.  It 
is  interesting  to  note  that  some  of  the  larger  streams  begin  as  Class 
B  or  C  streams  and  eventually  become  Class  D  streams  when  they  flow 
through  urban  areas* 

e.  Biological  Resources 

Fauna.  The  distribution  of  the  wildlife  resources  is  related  to 
the  two  broad  topographic  divisions  within  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan 
Study  Area*  One  of  these  is  the  Lake  Plain,  a  relatively  flat  and 
fertile  agricultural  belt  which  is  wide  in  the  northern  portion  of 
the  region  but  narrow  in  the  south.  The  other  is  the  Allegheny 
Plateau,  an  upland  area  of  rolling  hills  and  scattered  woodland 
tracts  interspersed  with  agricultural  acreage.  Generally,  the  Lake 
Plain  supports  a  wildlife  resource  typical  of  that  associated  with 
agricultural  development,  while  the  heavily  vegetated  Allegheny 
Plateau  predominantly  supports  a  woodland  type  wildlife  resource. 

The  northern  and  western  part  of  the  region,  exclusive  of  urban  and 
industrial  zones,  contains  some  of  the  best  openland  wildlife  habitat 
in  New  York  State.  Extensive  orchards,  vineyards,  and  truck  gardens 
are  mixed  with  dairy  farms  and  general  farming  areas.  Swamps,  marshes, 
woodlots,  and  old  fields  offer  protective  cover  although  there  are  some 
areas  where  cultivation  is  so  intense  that  localized  shortages  do  occur. 

The  rlng-^necked  pheasant  and  the  cottontail  rabbit  are  the  two  most 
important  agricultural  wildlife  species.  Natural  reproduction  of  the 
former  is  good  in  this  part  of  the  region  despite  the  fact  that  consider¬ 
able  stocking  is  still  being  performed*  Squirrels  are  generally  restricted 
to  the  farm  woodlots*  Other  wildlife  species  including  the  woodchuck  and 
fur  bearers  such  as  the  skunk,  red  fox,  and  opposum  are  also  found  in  this 
area. 

Woodland  wildlife  in  the  region  includes  white- tailed  deer,  ruffed 
grouse,  red  and  gray  squirrels,  snowshoe  rabbit,  wild  turkey  and  occa¬ 
sionally  bobcat.  Deer,  cottontail  rabbit,  red  fox,  raccoon,  skunk, 
opossum,  woodchuck  and  a  variety  of  songbirds  are  found  throughout  the 
region,  and  frequent  both  woodland  and  openland  vegetative  cover  types 
and  peripheral  areas  around  marshlands.  Ruffed  grouse,  wild  turkey  and 
snowshoe  rabbit  populations  are  generally  confined  to  the  more  heavily 
wooded  southern  portion  of  the  region  in  Erie,  Wyoming,  Cattaraugus  and 
Allegany  Counties.  Woodcock  utilize  grassy  fields,  meadows  and  lowland 
woods  in  the  watershed  for  food  and  cover  -  particularly  in  the  vicinity 
of  more  poorly  drained  soil  types* 

Aquatic  wildlife  in  the  region  includes  migratory  waterfowl,  shore 
and  marsh  birds,  as  well  as  aquatic  and  seml-aquatlc  fur  bearers  such 
as  the  muskrat,  mink,  racoon,  and  beaver*  These  species  find  suitable 
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habitat  in  the  scattered  marshes  along  the  Niagara  River  and  Lake  Erie 
coastline.  Numerous  small  marshes  have  also  been  created  by  the 
New  York  State  Department  of  Environmental  Conservation  to  Increase  the 
area  of  productive  wetland  for  wildlife. 

The  fishery  habitat  of  the  region  Is  quite  diverse  since  It  Includes 
parts  of  two  of  the  Great  Lakes  (Erie  and  Ontario),  the  Niagara  River, 
and  numerous  tributary  rivers  and  streams.  Lake  Erie,  the  shallowest 
of  the  Great  Lakes  and  one  of  the  most  productive,  supports  an  important 
sport  fishery  and  to  some  extent  a  commercial  fishery.  Lake  Ontario 
also  supports  a  sport  and  commercial  fishery.  The  Niagara  River  supports 
a  well  utilized  sport  fishery.  Some  of  the  most  important  fish  species 
found  in  Lake  Erie,  Lake  Ontario,  and  the  Niagara  River  are  the  coho  and 
Chinook  salmon,  rainbow  and  steelhead  trout,  brown  trout,  northern  pike, 
muskellunge,  largemouth  and  smallmouth  bass,  yellow  perch,  and  walleye. 
Many  of  these  species,  especially  trout  and  salmonids  are  present  because 
of  the  stocking  program  of  the  New  York  State  Department  of  Environmental 
Conservation. 

Most  of  the  larger  streams  and  creeks  of  the  region  originate  in  the 
rugged  upland  of  the  Allegheny  Plateau  and  then  flow  across  the  Lake 
Plain  to  enter  the  Niagara  River  or  Lake  Erie.  The  upper  reaches  of 
some  of  these  streams  provide  habitat  for  cold  water  species,  while  the 
lower  portions  generally  support  warm  water  fish  species.  Some  of  the 
important  fish  species  found  in  the  regional  streams  are  coho  and  chlnook 
salmon,  brook,  rainbow  and  brown  trout,  largemouth  and  smallmouth  bass, 
pickerel,  and  yellow  perch. 


Flora.  The  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  lies  in  the  deciduous  forest 
ecosystem  of  North  America  where  both  the  northern  and  eastern  hardwood 
forests  occur.  The  northern  hardwood  forest  includes  almost  all  of 
Niagara  County,  much  of  southern  Erie  County  and  portions  of  Cattaraugus 
County.  Maple-beech-blrch  is  the  characteristic  climax  vegetation  of 
this  area.  The  eastern  hardwood  forest  extends  southward  from  the 
northern  one-half  of  Erie  County,  and  includes  a  small  part  of  southern 
Erie  County,  and  parts  of  Cattaraugus  County.  This  forest  region  con¬ 
tains  two  climax  types  -  an  elm-ash-cottonwood  climax  which  occurs  in 
the  low  lands  of  northern  Erie  County  and  an  oak-hickory  climax  t3rpe 
which  occurs  in  the  high  lands  of  extreme  southern  Erie  County  and 
parts  of  Cattaraugus  County. 

Along  many  of  the  streams  in  the  region  a  variety  of  species  are 
found  which  in  part,  reflects  the  alluvial  nature  of  the  soils.  Black 
willow,  American  sycamore  and  eastern  cottonwood  are  common  riprarian 
species. 
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A  sugar  maple-American  beech-yellow  birch  association  usually  develops 
on  the  lower  valley  slopes,  while  the  upper  slopes  support  ar\  oak-hickory 
climax  forest  in  relatively  undisturbed  areas. 

Much  of  the  natural  forest  cover  of  the  area  has  been  removed  by 
agricultural  and  other  land  use  practices. 

7 •  Prior  and  Ongoing  Studies  and  Reports 

Prior  and  ongoing  Corps  uf  Engineers  flood  management  studies  in  the 
Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  include: 

a.  Ellicott  Creek  Basin.  A  restudy  of  the  Ellicott  Creek  flood 
management  plan  was  completed  in  August  1973  and  issued  in  the  form  of 
a  summary,  main  report,  seven  appendices,  and  an  environmental  Impact 
statement.  This  restudy  resulted  in  the  recommendation  of  a  flood 
diversion  channel.  Extensive  recreation  proposals  were  included  in 
the  plan.  The  State  of  New  York  did  not  support  this  alternative. 
Subsequently,  a  reanalysis  of  channelization  alternative  was  made 
resulting  in  selection  of  a  plan  which  includes  a  combination  of  major 
channelization  and  diversion  channel.  Preparation  of  a  Phase  I  GDM 
for  this  alternative  is  underway. 

b.  Scajaquada  Creek  Basin.  The  Pha^'^  I  GDM  presenting  alternative 
designs  for  flood  protection  in  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  along 
Scajaquada  Creek  was  completed  in  November  1974.  The  recommended  plan 
includes  major  channelization,  levees,  some  floodproofing,  sealing  of 
manhole  covers,  and  replacement  of  culverts.  Recreation  facilities  in 
the  form  of  bicycle  paths  and  landscaping  of  project  features  are 
included  in  the  plans. 

c.  Cayuga  Creek  Basin.  A  final  feasibility  study  of  flood 
management  for  the  Cayuga  Creek  Watershed  is  presently  underway. 

d.  Cazenovia  Creek  Basin.  The  feasibility  study  of  flood  management 
alternatives  for  the  Cazenovia  Creek  watershed  was  prepared  in  March  1975. 
The  recommended  plan  provides  for  a  combination  of  flood  plain  management 
by  local  interests,  participation  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
and  the  construction  of  an  ice  retention  structure. 

e.  Cattaraugus  Creek  Basin,  Cattaraugus  Creek,  primarily  a  rural 
area,  will  be  studied  under  a  separate  Congressional  resolution  dated 
June  1956.  However,  a  project  Is  authorized  at  the  mouth  of  Cattaraugus 
Creek  in  the  interest  of  safe  recreational  navigation  and  flood  manage¬ 
ment.  A  considerable  amount  of  hydrologic  data  has  been  developed  which 
is  available  for  the  Cattaraugus  Creek  flood  management  studies. 
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f.  Tonawanda  Creek  Basin.  A  Preliminary  Feasibility  Report  on  flood 
management  in  the  Tonawanda  Creek  Watershed  was  completed  in  September  1975. 


The  Erie-Niagara  Counties  Regional  Planning  Board  carries  out  an  active 
program  of  planning  studies  in  the  Study  area.  Among  their  reports  utilized 
in  the  study  were  the  RegionaJ  Storm  Drainage  Management  Plan,  the  Regional 
Recreation  and  Open  Space  Plan,  the  Land  Use  Concept  Plan,  and  the  Urban 
River  report  which  presents  a  development  plan  for  a  portion  of  the  Niagara 
River  within  the  study  area. 

The  Erie-Niagara  Basin  Regional  Water  Resources  Planning  Board  developed 
a  comprehensive  Water  Resources  Plan  for  the  Erie-Niagara  Basin  with  the 
assistance  of  Harza  Engineering  Company  in  1969.  The  plan  presents  a 
coordinated  comprehensive  development  plan  to  meet  the  water  resource  needs 
of  the  basin  through  the  year  2020. 

The  New  York  State  Office  of  Parks  and  Recreation  has  published  the 
Statewide  comprehensive  recreation  plan  entitled  ’’Forecast  of  Outdoor 
Recreation  in  New  York  State  -  People,  Resources,  Recreation"  in  1973. 

This  report  details  Statewide  recreation  needs  and  plans,  and  Includes 
an  extensive  inventory  and  analysis  of  basic  recreation  data. 

The  city  of  Buffalo,  with  the  assistance  of  the  consulting  firm  of 
L.  S.  Wegman  Company,  prepared  a  report  which  describes  and  documents 
the  problems  and  needs  of  Delaware  Park  Lake  and  Lower  Scajaquada  Creek, 
and  presents  a  range  of  alternative  solutions. 

The  Great  Lakes  Basin  Commission  has  comp ie Led  a  framework  study  of 
the  Great  Lakes  Basin  and  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  is  included  in 
planning  area  4.4.  The  final  printing  of  16  volumes  has  been  completed, 

11  volumes  are  being  prepared  and  about  23  volumes  are  yet  to  be  printed 
in  final  form. 
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Chapter  II 


NEEDS 


1.  Introduction 


The  Buffalo  Metropolitan  study  area,  bounded  by  Lake  Erie,  the 
Niagara  River,  and  Lake  Ontario,  and  drained  by  an  extensive  network 
of  streams,  is  well  endowed  with  water  resources  that  have  large 
potential  for  beneficial  use  by  the  populous.  Although  studies  in 
the  past  have  dealt  with  flood  control  and  water  quality  aspects  of 
these  water  resources,  interviews  with  individuals  and  groups,  both 
private  and  Governmental,  indicate  that  there  remain  significant 
and  important  potential  resource  areas  that  are  undeveloped  despite 
pressing  need  and  demand.  Implementation  of  plans  in  many  areas  of 
concern  has  been  difficult. 

This  chapter  describes  overall  needs  and  focuses  attention  on 
Interest  or  problem  areas  of  priority  concern  related  to  water  orien¬ 
ted  recreation,  water-related  environmental  quality,  fisheries  deve¬ 
lopment  and  streambank  stabilization.  The  growth  of  the  region  and 
the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  has  been  accompanied  by  the  creation 
of  many  institutions  and  units  of  government  with  varied  and  conflict¬ 
ing  concerns  and  responsibilities  for  development  and  use  of  the  water 
resources  and  lands  bordering  streams  and  lakes.  Concerns  and  needs 
of  the  citizenry  have  progressed  from  primary  Interest  in  water  for 
drinking,  transportation  and  power  production,  to  industrial  uses,  and 
to  use  as  a  vehicle  for  waste  disposal.  Present-day  concerns  are 
with  all  of  these  uses  plus  major  concerns  that  the  resource  also  be 
aesthetic,  provide  good  aquatic  habitat,  and  be  clean  enough  for  re¬ 
creational  use. 

With  this  fragmented  responsibility  and  the  changing  perceptions 
of  the  citizenry  of  water  as  a  resource,  it  is  not  surprising  that 
development  related  to  water  has  been  unequal  in  the  study  areas  and 
in  the  treatment  of  all  uses.  Concurrently  with  the  uncoordinated 
development  of  the  water  and  associated  land  resources,  the  Buffalo 
Metropolitan  Area  has  grown  in  population  to  the  point  that  demand 
for  fishing  and  recreation  opportunities  within  the  urbanized  area 
has  outstripped  accessible  supply  with  consequent  overdemand  in 
underdeveloped  and  deteriorated  areas,  even  where  hazards  to  safety 
are  apparent.  Many  reports  on  various  aspects  of  basin  needs  have 
been  prepared,  and  infoirmation  from  these  reports  and  recent  meetings 
assisted  in  determining  basin  needs. 

2.  Overall  Needs 


The  greatest  water  resource  need  is  for  facilities  that  represent 
a  cohesive  inter-related  development  of  the  recreation,  fisheries  and 
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related  environmental  quality  potential  of  the  waters  of  the  area. 

To  achieve  this  it  is  necessary  that: 

a.  Existing  parks  and  facilities  be  upgraded  and  expanded  to 
accommodate  users  in  a  safe  and  pleasant  manner; 

b.  The  focal  points  for  recreation  be  tied  together  and  made 
accessible  by  several  means  such  as  bikeways,  trails,  waterborne 
ferries,  public  transportation,  and  private  vehicles; 

c.  The  aesthetic  and  quality  conditions  of  the  waters  be  improved 
through  programs  for  control  of  debris,  drift,  and  streambank  erosion. 

3.  Streambank  Stabilization 


The  banks  of  many  streams  in  the  study  area  are  being  actively 
eroded.  The  upper  reaches  of  the  major  streams  in  Erie  County  gene¬ 
rally  rise  on  the  Allegheny  Plateau.  Their  streambeds  are  generally 
in  bedrock  and  they  develop  a  large  bed  load  consisting  primarily  of 
coarse  gravel.  The  lower  reaches  of  these  streams  are  on  the  lake 
plains  where  the  bank  material  is  generally  silt  or  clay  loams  inter¬ 
spersed  with  alluvium. 

The  streambanks  that  consist  of  loam  soils  are  easily  erodible. 
Differential  erosion  of  the  banks  induces  some  meandering  character¬ 
istics  in  the  streams  as  they  traverse  the  lake  plains.  Subsequent 
deposition  of  the  heavy,  gravel  bed  load  along  the  inner  portions 
of  the  stream  bends  reinforces  the  erosive  action  of  the  streams  by 
deflecting  the  flow  more  directly  into  the  eroding  bank.  This  stream 
action  takes  place  chiefly  during  flood  flows  so  that  extensive  erosion 
is  a  gradual  process. 

Since  1944,  about  4.6  million  dollars  in  Federal  funds  have 
been  used  to  develop  and  implement  bank  stabilization  measures  in 
the  Buffalo  River  basin  of  the  study  area.  The  project,  managed  by 
the  U.S.  Soil  Conservation  Service  (SCS)  in  cooperation  with  Erie  and 
Wyoming  Counties,  is  known  as  the  Buffalo  Creek  Watershed  Project. 
Measures  such  as  drop  structures,  riprap,  and  vegetative  plantings 
were  provided  and  justified  on  the  basis  of  reducing  costs  to  maintain 
the  Federal  navigation  channel  in  the  Buffalo  River.  Records  of  the 
SCS  indicate  that  the  project  has  reduced  volumes  dredged  from  the 
river  by  about  40  percent.  The  SCS  inspects  and  maintains  the  bank 
stabilization  project  with  funding  assistance  from  New  York  State  and 
Erie  and  Wyoming  Counties.  The  project,  completed  in  1963,  covers 
about  58  miles  of  streambank. 

In  1972  the  rains  which  accompanied  Hurricane  Agnes  caused  ex¬ 
tremely  damaging  floods.  Extensive  erosion  of  streambanks  occurred 
in  the  Tonawanda  Creek  Watershed  during  those  floods.  Emergency  relief 


funds  from  the  Federal  Government  were  used  to  repair  and  stabilize 
eroded  streambanks  along  Tonawanda  Creek. 

Extensive  losses  of  soil  and  streambank,  varying  in  amount  from 
a  fraction  of  an  acre  of  land  surface  to  several  acres,  occurs  only 
during  large  flood  events.  Evidence  of  this  can  be  seen  in  numerous 
highway  relocations  where  secondary  roads  follow  stream  courses 
closely. 

A  field  reconnaissance  was  made  of  selected  stream  reaches  in 
the  study  area  as  shown  on  Plate  7.  These  areas  were  selected  in 
consultation  with  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  and  are  considered 
representative  of  cotiditions  in  the  region  as  a  whole.  Sites  where 
streambank  erosion  was  evident  and  involved  potential  or  actual  damage 
to  the  adjacent  land  and  their  use  were  isolated  with  a  fairly  uniform 
distribution  along  the  streams.  These  sites  generally  were  at  points 
of  severe  curvature  of  the  stream.  Several  instances  were  noted  where 
undercutting  of  high  streambanks  has  produced  slope  failure  and  slough¬ 
ing  of  large  portions  of  the  bank  into  the  stream.  At  most  sites  where 
active  streambank  erosion  is  visually  evident,  obstructions  of  flow 
caused  by  fallen  trees  and  shrub  and  tree  growth  encroaching  on  the 
high  water  stream  channel  can  be  seen  immediately  upstream  of  the  eroding 
area. 

The  SCS  has  provided  technical  assistance  to  local  interests  in 
providing  protection  measures  at  points  of  special  concern  and  has 
administered  the  programs  described  above.  However,  the  SCS  can  only 
enter  into  project  construction  if  the  work  is  economically  justified. 

4 .  Water-Related  Environmental  Quality 

Urbanization  has  many  effects  on  water  related  environmental 
quality  due  to  land  clearing  and  erosion,  wastewater  discharges, 
trash  dumping,  and  discharges  from  sewer  systems.  These  effects  are 
evident  in  most  of  the  urban  streams  in  the  region.  As  the  urbanizing 
area  around  the  city  of  Buffalo  continues  to  expand,  it  has  become 
increasingly  important  to  recognize  the  value  of  the  water-related 
environment  and  to  implement  protective  and  restorative  measures. 

Water-related  environmental  quality  in  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan 
Area  concerns  not  only  water  quality  (in  terms  of  dissolved  and 
suspended  constituents),  but  also  the  uses  of  the  water  resource  and 
the  environmental  surroundings  of  streams,  rivers  and  lakes.  It  is 
expected  that  regional  and  urban  water  quality,  particularly  as  it 
is  affected  by  wastewater  discharges  will  improve  in  the  future  as 
plans  for  pollution  abatement  are  formulated  and  implemented  in 
accordance  with  requirements  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 
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Act.  Proper  land  use  planning,  including  open  space  and  recreation 
planning  along  streams,  is  an  important  mechanism  by  which  water-related 
environmental  quality  can  be  restored  and  preserved.  The  development 
of  open  and  green  space  corridors  along  streams  in  the  Buffalo  Metro¬ 
politan  Area  was  an  important  aspect  of  concepts  advanced  by  the 
Regional  Planning  Board.  These  concepts  as  well  as  legislation  to 
control  water  pollution  were  considered  in  this  study. 

Stream  classification,  discussed  on  page  1-5  of  Chapter  I,  will 
directly  affect  the  future  growth  patterns  of  the  study  area  by  limit¬ 
ing  the  types,  quality,  and  quantity  of  effluents  entering  the  various 
streams. 

5.  Regional  Fishery  Resource 

The  outlook  for  regional  fishery  resources  is  quite  promising  due 
to  the  vigorous  three-part  management  program  of  the  Department  of 
Environmental  Conservation  of  the  State  of  New  York.  That  organization 
pursues  a  program  of  stocking  salmonlds  in  the  Great  Lakes,  trout  in 
selected  streams  of  the  study  area,  and  warm  water  species  in  a  number 
of  urban  ponds.  The  Department  also  maintains  fish  hatcheries  and  has 
a  program  to  obtain  rights  of  access  to  streams  for  fishermen.  The 
State  Office  of  Parks  and  Recreation  also  participates  in  the  cost  of 
recreational  boat  harbors  along  Lakes  Erie  and  Ontario  in  New  York 
State.  These  harbors  provide  boat  and  pier  fishing  opportunities. 

Although  sufficient  data  concerning  fishing  demand  and  use  for  the 
region  are  not  available  to  adequately  quantify  the  present  situation 
or  predict  future  needs,  discussions  with  fishermen,  DEC  personnel  and 
others  indicate  that  the  regional  fishery  resource  is  improving  and 
that  the  interest  in  and  use  of  this  resource  will  continue  to  grow. 

The  fishery  resources  for  the  study  area  consist  of  both  native 
and  stocked  warm  water  and  cold  water  species.  Populations  of 
northern  pike,  muskellunge,  smallmouth  and  largemouth  bass,  yellow 
perch  and  walleye  make  up  the  major  portion  of  native  sport  fishes 
in  Lake  Erie,  Lake  Ontario,  the  Niagara  River  and  their  tributaries. 
Native  warm  fishes  such  as  pickerel,  carp,  suckers,  channel  catfish, 
bullheads,  rock  bass,  white  bass,  sunfish,  crappie  and  freshwater 
drum  also  are  caught  in  the  waters  of  the  region. 

Since  1968,  the  State  of  New  York  has  been  stocking  hatchery- 
raised  salmonids  to  re-establish  Lake  Erie  and  Lake  Ontario  sport 
fisheries.  At  the  present  time,  the  States  of  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Ohio,  and  Michigan  and  the  Province  of  Ontario,  Canada,  are 
stocking  salmonids  in  Lake  Erie.  New  York  stocked  335,000  salmonids 
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and  trout  in  Lakes  Erie  and  Ontario  in  1975  as  part  of  the  Great 
Lakes  stocking  program  (Plate  8) .  As  a  result  of  the  ongoing  stocking 
program)  coho  and  chinook  salmon,  rainbow,  steelhead,  brown  and  lake 
trout,  as  well  as  splake  (hybrids  between  brook  trout  and  lake  trout) 
are  available  to  anglers  fishing  in  the  waters  of  the  region.  It  is 
expected  that  New  York’s  Great  Lakes  salmonid  program  will  produce  a 
mature  sport  fishery  by  1978-1979. 

The  DEC  stocks  brown  and  rainbow  trout  in  selected  streams  in 
the  Erie-Niagara  region.  The  streams  stocked  in  1975  are  shown  on 
Plate  9.  Regional  streams  that  are  considered  to  be  trout  waters 
are  listed  on  Plate  9.  These  are  waters  that  are  of  sufficient 
present  quality  to  support  cold  water  fishes.  Regional  streams  that 
support  cold  water  species  as  well  as  those  that  support  warm  water 
species  are  illustrated  on  Plate  10. 

The  DEC  also  stocks  selected  urban  ponds  in  Erie  and  Niagara 
Counties  with  calico  bass  (crapple) .  Approximately  12,000  calico 
bass  were  stocked  in  seven  ponds  in  1975  (Plate  8).  These  fishes 
provide  a  catch-out  fishing  opportunity  primarily  for  urban  young¬ 
sters. 

The  DEC  operates  several  fish  hatcheries  from  which  fish  are 
made  available  for  lake  or  stream  stocking.  A  new  hatchery,  the 
Great  Lakes  Salmonid  Hatchery,  is  being  planned  to  augment  the  pre¬ 
sent  hatchery  production.  This  new  facility  will  make  it  possible 
to  increase  the  level  of  salmonid  stocking  in  Lake  Ontario  and  Lake 
Erie. 

In  addition  to  the  fish  stocking  activities,  the  DEC  also 
conducts  a  stream  rights  acquisition  program  within  the  Erie-Niagara 
watershed.  In  this  program,  the  DEC  works  with  land  owners  to 
secure  rights  of  access  to  quality  trout  streams  in  Erie,  Chautauqua, 
Wyoming  and  Cattaraugus  Counties.  Approximately  33  miles  of  stream- 
bank  access  rights  have  been  acquired  in  this  program  thus  far.  A 
summary  of  this  program  is  provided  on  Plate  11. 

New  York  State  is  also  the  cooperating  agency  for  Corps  small 
boat  harbors  along  Lake  Erie  and  Lake  Ontario  in  New  York  State, 
for  example,  Cattaraugus  Creek  Harbor,  NY.  These  harbors  provide 
Increased  opportunity  for  pier  and  boat  fishing. 

6.  Water  Related  Recreation 


Recreational  resources  are  fairly  well  distributed  throughout 
the  study  area  (Plate  12).  However,  realization  of  maximum  use  and 
benefit  from  the  abundant  recreation  resources  in  the  urban  area  has 
not  occurred  primarily  because  of  problems  relating  to  access. 


II-5 


This  portion  of  the  study  focuses  entirely  on  the  need  for  providing 
additional  and  Improved  access  and  structural  improvements  to  faci¬ 
lities  for  safe  use  of  the  urban  recreation  resources.  These  needs 
were  Investigated  with  the  objective  of  identifying  measures  that 
would  require  relatively  small  capital  investments  to  improve  recrea¬ 
tional  resources  which  are  already  in  place. 

The  Niagara  River  waterfront  was  identified  as  the  area  in  which 
the  greatest  needs,  and  also  the  greatest  potential  benefits  exist. 
Three  characteristics  of  the  Niagara  River  make  it  an  important  re¬ 
creational  resource :  1)  its  scenic  aspects ;  2)  the  improving  sport 

fishery  resource;  and,  3)  the  proximity  of  the  waterfront  to  the 
densely  urbanized  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area.  For  these  reasons,  this 
study  concentrated  upon  the  riverfront  by  first  focusing  on  localized 
riverfront  sites,  and  then  connecting  these  sites  into  a  riverfront 
recreational  system. 

Additions  and  improvements  to  recreational  facilities  in  adjacent 
areas  were  also  Investigated.  These  areas  included  the  Buffalo 
Outer  Harbor,  Cazenovia  Creek,  and  Delaware  Park  Lake. 

7.  Other  Water  Resource  Needs 


There  are  three  other  major  needs  that  are  already  being  actively 
dealt  with  in  the  region:  wastewater  management,  water  supply, 
and  lake  restoration. 

The  Erie  and  Niagara  Counties  Regional  Planning  Board  (ENCRPB)  has 
been  designated  by  the  State  of  New  York  as  the  208  Water  Quality  Plan- 
^ling  agency  for  the  region.  The  208  Areawide  Waste  Treatment  Management 
Study  which  began  in  late  1975,  will  develop  comprehensive  alternative 
plans  for  meeting  the  water  quality  goals  of  the  region.  The  ENCRPB 
has  requested  the  Buffalo  District  to  be  a  part  of  their  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  for  this  study  effort.  Continuing  coordination 
will  be  maintained  with  ENCRPB  by  the  Buffalo  District  because  of  the 
Federal  interest  in  reducing  pollution  to  waterways. 

Comprehensive  studies  of  water  supply  needs  in  Erie  and  Niagara 
Counties  were  carried  out  in  the  late  1960’s,  and  a  water  supply 
plan  and  program,  which  incorporates  these  studies,  was  adopted 
in  1973  by  the  Erie  and  Niagara  Counties  Regional  Planning  Board. 

The  decline  in  quality  of  Lake  Erie  has  been  well  documented 
and  publicized.  The  study  area  lies  on  the  eastern  terminus  of 
the  Lake,  and  the  lake  is  one  of  the  most  valu'^'vi  water  resources 
in  the  area.  Thus  the  restoration  of  the  Lake  an  important  water 
resource  need  in  the  study  area.  At  the  present  time,  the  Buffalo 
District,  Corps  of  Engineers,  is  conducting  the  Lake  Erie  Wastewater 
Management  Study  to  determine  what  is  required  to  clean  up  and  rehabi¬ 
litate  Lake  Erie  water  quality.  The  Preliminary  Feasibility  Report 
for  this  study  effort  will  be  published  in  early  1976. 
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8.  Some  Specific  Needs 

Areas  with  specific  needs  were  identified  at  the  outset  of  the  study, 
and  specific  investigations  are  described  in  the  following  paragraphs: 

a.  Bird  Island  Pier  is  a  two-mile  long  breakwater  and  retention 
wall  paralleling  the  U.S.  side  of  the  Niagara  River  Shoreline.  The 
pier  and  Black  Rock  Lock  control  navigation  water  depths  in  the  Black 
Rock  Channel.  The  pier  from  opposite  Albany  Street  to  opposite  Porter 
Avenue  is  constructed  of  masonry  and  rubble  with  the  top  elevation 
near  Black  Rock  channel  water  level.  It  has  deteriorated  into  an 
unsafe  condition  but  despite  this  it  attracts  fishermen.  There  have 
been  a  number  of  drownings  by  persons  who  fell  or  were  swept  from 

the  pier  into  the  fast-flowing  Niagara  River.  In  1975,  two  persons 
drowned  when  they  slipped  from  the  pier  into  the  Niagara  River,  and 
several  persons  were  rescued  from  the  pier  where  they  had  become 
trapped  by  wind-driven  high  water.  Past  experience  indicates  that 
there  is  little  likelihood  that  continued  use  of  this  facility  for 
fishing  can  be  restricted  effectively.  There  is,  therefore,  a  need 
to  upgrade  the  pier  to  provide  for  relatively  safe  access  and  to 
provide  necessary  warning  and  control  facilities  to  assure  that  users 
are  aware  of  adverse  weather  and  lake  conditions.  Several  sections 
of  the  pier  are  deteriorating  and  will  require  remedial  work  regardless 
of  the  upgrading  for  recreational  purposes.  Plate  25  Illustrates  the 
pier  and  the  dangerous  situation.  The  remainder  of  the  pier  from  oppo¬ 
site  Porter  Avenue  to  opposite  Virginia  Street  is  in  good  condition 
and  would  only  require  guard  rails  and  steps  to  make  it  safe  for  public 
use  and  access. 

b.  The  Niagara  Riverfront.  Almost  the  entire  riverfront  in 
Buffalo  and  Town  of  Tonawanda  is  inaccessible  for  strolling  or  other 
recreational  pursuits.  The  multilane  New  York  State  Thruway  was 
built  in  close  proximity  to  the  river  bank  thus  restricting  both  avail¬ 
able  land  and  access.  In  several  areas  where  sizeable  land  areas 
still  abut  the  shoreline,  they  are  occupied  by  Industrial  establish¬ 
ments  or  are  being  used  for  municipal  functions  such  as  the  wastewater 
treatment  plants  and  the  sanitary  land  fill  operation  on  Squaw  Island. 
There  still  is  a  considerable  potential  and  demand  for  both  short  and 
long  term  developments  along  this  beautiful  and  important  river.  This 
is  attested  to  by  the  fact  that  during  this  study  small  children  were 
seen  hazarding  a  crossing  of  the  thruway  to  visit  the  river’s  edge  near 
Riverside  Park.  Plate  26  illustrates  the  difficult  access  to  the  shore¬ 
line  near  Riverside  Park. 

There  is  a  need  to  provide  facilities  and  means  of  access  to  the 
riverfront  area  for  potential  users,  especially  the  nearby  urban 
dwellers.  In  addition,  it  is  important  that  areas  such  as  Squaw 
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Island  be  at  least  partially  devoted  to  open  space  use  and  that 
existing  Interior  areas  such  as  Riverside  Park  be  reintegrated  into 
a  riverfront  recreational  complex. 

c.  Scajaquada  Creek  and  Delaware  Park.  Scajaquada  Creek  is  the 
only  creek  of  the  area  whose  watershed  is  entirely  within  the  urbanized 
area.  It  has  most  of  the  problems  which  beset  urban  streams.  There  is 
flooding  and  water  quality  is  very  poor  due  to  sewer  overflows  and 
careless  disposal  of  solid  wastes  and  debris  along  the  banks.  However, 
flooding  conditions  upstream  are  to  be  greatly  alleviated  by  a  Corps 

of  Engineers  project  for  channel  improvements  to  Scajaguada  Creek 
and  Tributaries,  NY.  The  central  reach  of  the  stream  passes  through 
a  four-mile  long  tunnel  constructed  some  AO  years  ago.  In  the  beautiful 
downstream  reach,  the  city  of  Buffalo  plans  to  divert  the  creek  around 
Delaware  Park  Lake  to  permit  control  of  lake  water  quality.  The  lake 
presently  acts  as  a  trap  for  stream-borne  sediments  and  debris.  There¬ 
fore,  this  study  addresses  the  issues  of  control  or  disposition  of 
sediments  and  debris  in  Scajaquada  Creek.  The  integration  of  Delaware 
Park  into  the  overall  Metropolitan  recreational  and  fisheries  program 
also  was  investigated. 

d.  NFTA  Small  Boat  Harbor.  The  need  for  rehabilitation  and  ex¬ 
pansion  of  the  Niagara  Frontier  Transportation  Authority  (NFTA)  Small 
Boat  Harbor,  located  in  the  Buffalo  Outer  Harbor,  as  an  integral 
part  of  overall  Metropolitan  area  recreation  facilities  was  investi¬ 
gated.  Plate  27  shows  the  present  condition  of  the  Small  Boat  Harbor 
dike. 

Excessive  wave  action  in  the  city  of  Buffalo's  Erie  Basin  Marina 
was  investigated  but  no  solution  was  determined.  However,  shore  pro¬ 
tection  work  along  LaSalle  Park  may  help  absorb  some  of  the  wave 
energy  reflected  into  the  Marina  if  stone  riprap  is  placed  along  the 
LaSalle  Park  wall. 

e.  The  relationship  of  the  several  Federal  flood  control  projects 
to  the  area’s  recreational  resources  was  assessed,  and  compatible 
measures  needed  to  enhance  the  relationship  were  identified.  In 
addition  to  the  Scajaquada  Creek  Improvement,  projects  for  Cazenovia, 
Cayuga,  Ellicott  and  Cattaraugus  Creeks  were  reviewed. 

Measures  to  satisfy  these  needs  individually  and  regionally  were 
evaluated  and  a  comprehensive  plan  was  formulated  which  can  be  imple¬ 
mented  as  rapidly  as  funds  become  available.  Non-Federal  agencies 
can  apply  for  Federal  assistance  to  construct  the  facilities  or  to 
continue  planning. 
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Chapter  III 


THE  DEVELOPMENT  PLAN 


1.  The  Development  Plan 

The  development  plan  is  a  combination  of  recreational  facilities 
development,  identified  for  specific  locations,  and  suggested  admin¬ 
istrative  measures  which,  when  implemented,  would  provide  region-wide 
benefits.  As  shown  on  Table  1,  development  costs  total  $5.1  million 
with  equivalent  average  annual  costs  of  $1.04  million  and  annual 
benefits  of  approximately  $3.7  million.  The  benefit  to  cost  ratio 
for  full  development  is  3. 5:1.0. 

A  design  concept  and  costs  were  developed  for  each  element  of  a 
measure,  such  as  bike  paths  and  picnic  areas.  Unit  costs  were  derived 
from  two  primary  sources;  **Bullding  Construction  Cost  Data",  1974, 

R.  S,  Means  Company,  and  cost  data  for  similar  recreational  developments. 

Neither  costs  nor  benefits  were  developed  for  the  region-wide 
measures  of  streambank  stabilization  and  debris  control  since  the 
degree  to  which  financial  outlays  for  project  type  works  will  be 
required  depends  largely  on  the  effective  use  of  police  powers  and 
timely  implementation  of  maintenance  measures.  The  Federal  Government 
does  not  have  authority  to  fund  drift  and  debris  removal  in  the  Buffalo 
Metropolitan  Area.  Measures  to  implement  fisheries  improvements  are 
important  recreational  aspects  of  the  focal  point  areas,  but  neither 
costs  nor  benefits  for  these  improvements  were  developed.  However, 
expanded  urban  fishing  access  and  stocking  require  the  availability  of 
funds  and  new  policy  initiatives  designed  to  concentrate  upon  develop¬ 
ment  of  an  urban  fishery,  in  addition  to  the  present  emphasis  on  high 
value  sport  fisheries. 

2.  Regional  Programs 

The  regional  assessment  indicated  that:  1)  streambank  stabilization 
normally  is  costly  and  difficult  to  justify  according  to  Federal 
criteria,  but  an  opportunity  exists  for  implementing  management  measures 
to  facilitate  early  detection  and  relief  of  problems  which  must  be  dealt 
with  regardless  of  costs;  2)  even  though  there  is  a  lack  of  scientific 
data  on  fisheries  and  their  use,  there  is  a  dynamic  fish  stocking  pro¬ 
gram  which  needs  to  be  expanded  in  the  urban  area  and  to  be  supported 
by  providing  better  access  and  opportunities  for  users:  3)  water- related 
environmental  quality  should  improve  as  requirements  of  the  Federal 
Water  Pollution  Control  Act  are  implemented,  and  when  a  companion, 
regionwide  management  program  to  reduce  the  quantities  of  floating 
trash  and  debris  is  effectively  implemented;  and  4)  the  greatest  need 
for  improving  water  oriented  recreation  opportunity  is  in  the  Immediate 
Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  along  the  Niagara  River. 
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Approximately  one-half  of  the  equivalent  annual  cocts  are  attributable  to  operation  and  maintenance  of  recreation  facilities, 
these  facilities  are  operated  on  a  regional  basis,  operation  and  maintenance  costs  likely  would  be  less  due  to  economy  of  sea 


3.  Streambank  Stabilization  Program 

Benefits  from  a  project  of  streambank  stabilization  are  varied  and 
considerable,  but  it  is  difficult  to  convincingly  identify  and  quantify 
them.  For  conditions  prevailing  in  the  study  area,  benefits  accrue 
from  prevention  of  land  loss  and  structural  damages,  water  quality 
improvement,  decreased  downstream  sedimentation  and  dredging  costs,  and 
reduction  of  flooding  caused  by  reduction  of  channel  capacities  and  ice 
jamming  at  sediment  bars.  Often,  however,  in  the  rural  upland  areas 
once  a  streambank  erosion  problem  has  fully  developed,  identifiable 
benefits  are  small  whe  l  compared  to  the  costly  measures  required. 

In  order  to  deal  with  the  problem,  which  is  a  pressing  one  at  least 
at  the  local  level,  a  cooperative  program  of  surveillance,  maintenance, 
engineering,  and  construction  should  be  implemented,  with  continuing  par¬ 
ticipation  by  U.S.  Soil  Conservation  Service,  State  and  local  interests. 

It  may  be  desirable  to  form  a  standing  board  such  as  a  County  Water¬ 
shed  District  which  would  meet  at  scheduled  intervals,  perhaps  four 
times  annually,  to  initiate  and  review  cooperative  action.  Local 
authorities  would  provide  personnel  to  make  biannual  inspections  of 
main  and  large  tributary  channels  to  locate  fallen  trees,  and  sediment 
bars  forming  at  curves.  These  inspections  would  be  made  following  the 
spring  flood  season,  and  prior  to  the  winter  freeze  and  following  any 
unusually  large  floods.  If  obstructions  and  erosive  conditions  were 
noted,  personnel  and  equipment  would  be  drawn  from  regular  local  and 
State  maintenance  forces  to  correct  the  situation  before  a  serious 
erosion  problem  could  develop.  Should  a  developing  condition  require 
substantial  remedial  works,  then  the  U.S.  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
and  the  State  DEC,  individually  or  in  combination,  could  provide 
engineering,  and  construction  management  assistance  to  the  local 
interests.  Earlier  experience  with  regional  problems  and  broader 
national  experience  would  be  drawn  upon. 

SCS  personnel  indicate  that  vegetative  plantings  have  been  largely 
unsuccessful  as  a  primary  bank  stabilization  measure  on  most  study  area 
streams.  Because  of  the  steep  stream  gradients,  these  plantings  are 
usually  destroyed  after  a  few  large  flood  events  even  when  such  plant¬ 
ings  have  become  well  established. 

The  measure  that  has  provided  the  most  success  in  the  past  has  been 
the  construction  of  a  low  bench  or  terrace  replacing  the  eroding  stream- 
bank.  These  benches  are  faced  with  riprap,  and  the  toe  of  the  benches 
are  constructed  of  large  stone  sufficient  to  prevent  undercutting  by 
the  stream. 

In  some  cases,  if  the  general  public  would  benefit  and  construction 
is  economically  justified,  State  and  Federal  funds  allocated  to  the 
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U.  S«  Soil  Conservation  Service  could  be  used  to  defray  costs.  Since 
benefits  from  such  a  program  accrue  regionally  as  well  as  locally, 
non-Federal  costs  for  this  program  should  be  shared  amongst  several 
jurisdictions  and  levels  of  government. 

4.  Program  for  Maintenance  of  Water  Related  Environmental  Quality 

The  primary  unmet  need  Is  to  Implement  a  coordinated  areawide 
program  to  reduce  or  eliminate  the  large  amounts  of  unsightly  floating 
debris  which  collect  In  pools  and  backwater  areas.  Collection  and 
removal  of  debris  from  streams  and  along  streambanks  Is  a  difficult 
and  costly  process.  Since  considerable  amounts  of  this  debris  and 
trash  are  Initially  deposited  on  streambanks  by  human  activity,  there 
should  be  a  program  to  reduce  or  eliminate  debris  dumping. 

This  problem  should  be  solved  by  Increased  enforcement  of  existing 
laws  related  to  the  deposition  of  material  on  or  near  streambanks  by  an 
agency  such  as  a  County  Watershed  District,  and  by  a  regular  program  of 
streainbank  maintenance  directed  toward  preventing  debris  and  trash  from 
entering  streams.  Cooperative  arrangements  among  the  local  and  regional 
jurisdictions  would  be  required  to  carry  out  such  a  program.  Each 
community  would  exercise  Its  police  power.  Removal  of  natural  debris  or 
that  Illegally  dumped  would  be  coordinated  at  the  county  level.  The 
work  could  be  carried  out  with  crews  and  equipment  obtained  from  a 
variety  of  jurisdictions  on  the  basis  of  availability.  Since  the 
benefits  from  such  a  program  accrue  regionally  as  well  as  locally,  costs 
for  this  financially  modest  program  could  be  shared  by  several  juris¬ 
dictions  and  levels  of  government.  A  study  of  collection  and  removal 
of  floating  drift  In  Buffalo  Harbor,  NY,  Black  Rock  Channel  and  Tonawanda 
Harbor,  NY,  Niagara  River,  NY  and  Tributary  Waterways  was  completed  by 
the  Corps  In  1965,  and  the  benefit-cost  ratio  at  that  time  was  1.2  to  1. 
The  project  was  not  authorized  because  Federal  policy  at  that  time  did 
not  consider  debris  and  drift  removal,  mostly  in  the  interest  of  recrea¬ 
tional  navigation,  a  Federal  responsibility. 


5.  Program  for  Enhancement  of  Fisheries 

While  the  total  fisheries  program  of  the  State  is  impressive,  it 
is  oriented  essentially  to  high  value  cold  water  game  fish  with  only 
minor  input  to  the  urban  warm  water  fishery.  The  situation  is  partially 
fostered  by  the  generally  poor  water  quality  of  streams  in  the  urban 
area.  Perhaps  the  most  Immediate  and  urgent  problem  In  the  urban  areas 
is  that  of  boat  and  land  access  to  the  fishery,  whether  on  the  lakes, 
the  Niagara  River,  or  the  various  streams  of  the  region.  However,  the 
proposals  discussed  In  this  report  for  a  well  Integrated  system  of 
parks  and  recreation  areas  will  provide  access  to  enough  desirable 
fishing  areas  to  satisfy  much  of  the  demand. 


It  is  necessary  that  the  quality  of  urban  streams  and  water  bodies 
such  as  the  Delaware  Park  Lake  be  investigated  to  determine  the  poten¬ 
tial  for  immediate  stocking.  As  noted  earlier  it  is  expected  that 
quality  of  water  in  the  urban  streams  will  improve  gradually  with 
implementation  of  requirements  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 
Act.  The  water  quality  requirements  of  the  fishery  resource  should 
play  an  important  part  in  comprehensive  water  quality  planning.  When 
the  quality  of  water  in  streams,  which  can  not  at  present  support  a 
fishery,  improves  sufficiently,  the  streams  should  be  included  in  the 
stocking  program  of  the  New  York  State  Department  of  Environmental 
Conservation. 

A  very  important  program,  required  before  full  fisheries  develop¬ 
ment  can  be  implemented,  involves  collection  of  the  basic  data  which  is 
essential  for  the  analyses  of  fishery  potential  and  demand.  Such  a 
program  should  be  coordinated  with  the  U.  S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
and  New  York  State  Department  of  Environmental  Conservation. 

6 .  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  Waterfront  Improvement  Requirements 

The  Lake  Erie  and  Niagara  River  waterfront  forms  the  western 
boundary  of  the  densely  populated  urban  area  and  extends  for  approxi¬ 
mately  30  miles  from  the  city  of  Lackawanna  northward  to  the  city  of 
Niagara  Falls  (Plate  13,  Sheet  1). 

From  the  Buffalo  Outer  Harbor  north  to  Tonawanda  there  are  four 
general  areas  that  serve  as  focal  points  for  water  oriented  recreational 
development:  the  Riverside  Park  area;  Bird  Island  Pier  and  Squaw 
Island;  the  area  from  the  Erie  Basin  Marina  north  to  Day’s  Point;  and 
the  Niagara  Frontier  Transportation  Authority  (NFTA)  Small  Boat  Harbor. 
Approximately  four  miles  north  of  the  Riverside  Park  area,  existing 
Isleview  Park  and  Nia-Wanda  Park  encompass  over  two  miles  of  Niagara 
River  shoreline  extending  to  the  city  of  Tonawanda.  These  adjacent 
parks  comprise  the  largest  existing  shoreline  development  in  the  urban 
area,  and  lie  near  the  northern  fringe  of  the  densely  populated  urban 
area. 

Approximately  2  miles  northwest  of  the  Riverside  Park  area  is 
Grand  Island  which  divides  the  Niagara  River  into  two  channels.  At  the 
south  end  of  this  island  is  Beaver  Island  State  Park,  a  large  fully 
developed  multiple  purpose  recreation  facility  within  sight  of  the  city 
of  Buffalo.  This  park  is  accessible  by  automobile  from  the  Buffalo 
Metropolitan  Area  via  the  Grand  Island  Bridge.  While  the  park  is  only 
two  to  three  miles  in  travel  distance  from  the  central  city  by  water, 
it  is  approximately  15  miles  by  automobile.  The  State  Park  is  a  focal 
point  for  Increased  use  of  existing  recreational  development  by  the 
urban  area  populus  if  convenient  access  by  water  is  provided. 
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Facilities  at  the  focal  point  areas,  exclusive  of  Beaver  Island 
State  Park,  are  either  In  need  of  rehabilitation  to  improve  attractive¬ 
ness  and  safety,  or  are  practically  non-existent.  Access  i.v  limited  in 
the  case  of  Riverside  Park,  hazardous  and  difficult  in  the  case  of  Bird 
Island  Pier,  and  difficult  in  the  case  of  the  Erie  Basin  Marina  to  the 
Day's  Point  area  and  the  NFTA  Small  Boat  Harbor.  In  spite  of  the  frag¬ 
mentation  of  land  use,  it  is  possible  to  provide  a  cohesiveness  to  the 
waterfront  by  connecting  the  focal  areas,  and  a  diversity  of  experience 
by  developing  the  unique  characteristics  of  each  focal  area. 

The  remainder  of  this  Chapter  discusses,  in  some  detail,  measures 
proposed  as  part  of  the  development  plan  in  terms  of  the  focal  areas 
discussed  above.  Sheet  2  of  Plate  13  is  an  index  map  to  other  plates 
that  describe  the  improvement  measures.  Many  of  the  measures  are  an 
extension  of  Studies  conducted  by  the  Erie-Niagara  Counties  Regional 
Planning  Board  and  published  in  the  "Urban  River"  report. 

7 .  Waterfront  Access  System 

The  Lake  Erie-Niagara  waterfront  is  a  nearly  linear  north-south 
strip  bounded  by  the  Niagara  River  to  the  west  and  the  Buffalo  Metro¬ 
politan  Area  on  the  east.  However,  the  waterfront  is  separated  from 
the  urban  population  by  limited  access  highways  along  most  of  its 
length.  In  the  vicinity  of  the  focal  areas,  underpasses  at  Ontario 
and  West  Ferry  Streets  and  at  Porter  Avenue  provide  access  to  the  water¬ 
front  areas.  In  the  case  of  the  Erie  Basin  Marina  and  the  NFTA  Small 
Boat  Harbor,  access  is  limited  to  a  circuitous  and  unmarked  route  over 
several  local  streets.  Parking  is  limited  in  each  area  and  on  neigh¬ 
boring  local  streets.  The  Beaver  Island  State  Park  is  usually  reached 
by  automobile  via  the  NYS  Thruway  Grand  Island  Bridge  and  local  roads 
on  Grand  Island. 

The  fragmented  focal  areas  may  be  linked  together  by  a  water  route 
along  the  Niagara  River  and  a  land  route  in  the  form  of  a  bike  path 
that  extends  from  the  Isleview  -  Nia-Wanda  park  area  on  the  north  to 
the  NFTA  Small  Boat  Harbor  on  the  south  (Plate  14).  This  system 
provides  a  continuity  and  cohesiveness  to  the  entire  waterfront  in 
spite  of  the  fragmented  distribution  of  fishing  and  recreation  areas, 
and  it  emphasizes  a  mix  of  public  transportation  modes  (buses,  ferries, 
bicycles,  and  w  .Iking) . 

The  waterfront  ferry  system  is  a  multiple  purpose  facility  pro¬ 
viding  access  to  waterfront  use  areas,  pleasure  touring,  and  direct, 
short,  and  inexpensive  access  to  Beaver  Island  State  Park  for  the  large 
urban  population. 
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As  illustrated  on  Sheets  1-7,  of  Plate  15,  the  proposed  ferry  would 
make  nine  stops  between  the  NFTA  Small  Boat  Harbor  and  Beaver  Island 
State  Park,  including  a  stop  at  Strawberry  Island  for  fisherman  access. 
Two  25-passenger  boats  operating  during  the  summer  season  would  improve 
overall  waterfront  access  by  linking  parks,  marinas  and  other  shoreline 
facilities  to  each  other,  and  provide  an  excellent  and  attractive 
touring  experience. 

The  ferry  stops  have  been  located  to  provide  access  to  waterfront 
focal  areas  and  to  connect  at  convenient  points  with  existing  public 
transporation  facilities  that  serve  the  entire  Buffalo  Metropolitan 
area. 

Continuity  and  cohesion  in  waterfront  development  is  provided  on 
the  land  side  of  the  waterfront  by  a  bicycle  path  system  extending  from 
the  Isleview  and  Nla-Wanda  Park  area  southward  to  the  NFTA  Small  Boat 
Harbor,  as  illustrated  on  Plate  14,  and  in  detail  on  Sheets  1-7  of 
Plate  15.  The  proposed  bikeway  system  is  compatible  with  the  existing 
city  of  Buffalo  bikeway  system  and  would  be  compatible  with  the  city’s 
proposed  bikeway  routes. 

Efforts  have  been  concentrated  in  this  study  on  providing  a  high 
quality  bicycle  system  separated  from  pedestrians  and  automobiles  in 
order  to  maximize  safety  and  recreational  experience.  V?henever 
possible,  the  bicycle  path  would  extend  along  the  waterfront  and  through 
pleasing  environments  such  as  Sheridan  Park  and  Two-Mile  Creek  road  in 
Tonawanda . 

The  bicycle  path  would  be  asphalt  surfaced  with  gravel  subbase  and 
drainage  facilities.  It  would  be  two-way,  eight  feet  wide  and  provided 
with  painted  lines.  The  entire  system  provides  an  exceptional  touring 
and  pleasure  riding  experience,  as  illustrated  on  Plate  2b,  and  would 
serve  to  connect  and  provide  access  to  focal  areas  where  other  recrea¬ 
tional  opportunities  including  fishing  are  available. 

8.  Riverside  Park 


The  Riverside  Park  area  is  located  at  the  northern  edge  of  the  city 
of  Buffalo  on  the  Niagara  River.  This  stretch  of  waterfront  is  of  great 
historical  and  cultural  significance.  It  is  part  of  the  strip  of  land 
originally  deeded  to  the  British  Governor  of  New  York  in  1764  by  the 
Seneca  Indians.  In  1898,  Frederick  Law  Olmsted,  the  famous  landscape 
architect,  developed  a  plan  for  the  Riverside  area  that  was  combined 
with  the  Erie  Canal  by  pedestrian  access  and  boat  ramps.  In  the  1930’ s 
the  area  was  reconstructed  and  became  a  recreational  area  with  an 
almost  resort  like  quality.  The  entire  area  sits  on  a  low  bluff  above 
the  river  at  a  point  where  it  widens  considerably  before  forming  two 
channels  to  flow  around  Grand  Island.  It  commands  a  broad  and  exciting 
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view  of  the  Niagara  Klver  and  i.'raaui  I i:: land.  Tha  current  slows  consid¬ 
erably  for  some  distance  out  r rum  the  shoreline,  and  the  area  is  a 
popular  and  successful  fishing  area. 

In  the  1950’ s,  the  New  York  State  Thruway  was  constructed  along 
the  river  severing  Rivers Ide  Park  from  the  Niagara  River,  leaving  only 
a  narrow  strip  of  land  along  the  shore  (Plate  16).  The  only  access  to 
the  shoreline  that  remains  is  the  Ontario  Street  underpass  at  the 
southern  end  of  the  area  wliere  a  public  boat  ]  .iLiiiching  and  parking 
area  exists.  The  sl.^orc'Iine  str^-Lches  i  or  i;ver  7,000  feet  northward 
from  this  point  to  ihv.  water  r:reaL;,.eT:t  facilities  and  private  industrial 
land.  A  narrow  roadway  extends  northv;ard  f  rom  the  Ontario  Street  boat 
launch  for  approximately  d,000  feet.  The  shoreline  is  undeveloped  and 
exposed  to  the  traffic  noise  and  hazards  of  the  Thruway.  Access  by 
crossing  the  Thruway  is  extremely  hazardous  although  there  is  ample 
evidence  that  this  method  is  in  regular  use  (Plate  26). 

A  pedestrian  bridge  is  proposed  to  connect  Riverside  Park  with  the 
shoreline  at  Vulc'.an  Streer,  The  Vulcan  and  Niagara  Street  intersection 
is  controlled  by  traf  f  i  1  i  ghts .  arid  the  p‘‘destrian  bridge  would  be  at 
grade  at  this  intersec  C  l.cn ,  ciien  pass  over  the  thruway  and  descend  to 
the  shoreline.  This  pedestrian  access  bridge  would  safely  connect  a 
large  residential  and  park  to  tV)e  approximate  center  of  the 

shoreline  area.  xTdditional  parking  could  be  developed  adjacent  to 
existing  Riverside  Park  to  i/rovide  access  via  the  pedestrian  bridge 
for  residents  wbiO  must  trc.ve.l  longer  distaiices  by  auto.  Buses  stop 
at  Vulcan  and  N 1  a  tui  r  c  St  r'  e  t- 1  s  . 

It  is  also  proposed  that  the  Niagara  River  shoreline  could  be 
extended  by  filling,  the  river  to  a  maximum  distance  of  approximately 
AOO  feet  from  the  existing  shoreline  as  illustrated  by  Alternative  C 
on  Plate  16.  Tiie  fill  wovixi  create  approximately  22  acres  of  additional 
parkland.  The  fill  could  be  retained  by  a  sloping  stair  step  wall 
constructed  of  quarry  stoiiL  licit  is  underlain  by  stable  fill  material. 
This  type  of  bulkhead  is  nearly  50  percent  cheaper  than  steel  sheet 
piling  and  provides  a  supr r-oi*  shoreliiic  from  the  point  of  view  of 
aesthetics  and  river  accf'ss.  The  Inti^rnat ional  Joint  Commission  would 
have  to  review  this  p  crin  -ind  all  [ilaiis  for  filling  in  the  Niagara 
River  to  determine  tlie  irrqjact  on  1  lows.  The  Commission  must  approve 
ail  plans  before  construction  begins. 

Facilities  would  be  provided  for  day-use  activities  including 
picnicking,  bicvcling.  walking  for  pleasure,  and  fishing.  Suitable 
landscaping  would  be  provided  to  create  a  pleasing  park  environment, 
including  a  hedge  screen  betwecin  the  Thruway  and  the  waterfront  area. 
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9.  Bird  Island  Pier  -  Squav  Island 

The  Niagara  River  flows  steeply  and  rapidly  through  a  narrow 
channel  as  it  leaves  Lake  Erie  (Plate  17).  A  Federal  navigation 
channel  and  lock  are  located  in  this  reach  to  facilitate  counnercial 
navigation.  The  river  side  of  the  navigation  channel  is  formed  by 
Bird  Island  Pier  and  Squaw  Island. 

Section  A  of  Bird  Island  Pier  was  built  in  the  early  1820 's  and 
rebuilt  several  times  up  to  1937.  Section  B  was  originally  constructed 
in  the  late  1800 ’s  and  the  superstructure  of  reinforced  concrete  was 
added  in  1929.  Section  C  was  added  in  the  period  1928  to  1938.  The 
Pier  stretches  for  10,500  feet  from  the  tip  of  Squaw  Island  south  into 
Lake  Erie.  This  man-made  shoreline  is  an  excellent  and  popular  fishing 
area.  The  pier  is  part  of  the  Black  Rock  Channel  -  Tonawanda  Harbor, 

NY,  Navigation  Project. 

The  pier  is  fully  exposed  to  the  weather  approaching  from  Lake  Erie 
that  Includes  a  wind  fetch  of  over  200  miles.  The  Great  Lakes  are 
noted  for  the  sudden  development  of  violent  rain  squalls  and  thunder¬ 
storms,  and  fishermen  or  strollers  on  the  pier  are  fully  exposed  to  the 
wind,  rain,  and  waves.  A  number  of  people  have  slipped  or  been  swept 
off  the  pier  and  drowned.  The  surface  of  the  pier,  especially  in 
Section  A  which  is  the  most  accessible,  has  deteriorated  to  an  unsafe 
and  hazardous  condition. 

It  is  proposed  that  measures  for  access  by  fishermen  and  people 
wishing  to  walk  on  the  pier  be  provided  as  shown  on  Plate  17.  Section 
A  has  a  length  of  6,600  feet  and  would  be  provided  with  an  8-foot  wide 
reinforced  concrete  walkway  with  a  railing  on  the  Niagara  River  side. 
Sections  B  and  C,  comprising  the  remaining  3,900  feet  of  the  pier, 
would  be  provided  with  removable  handrails  on  both  sides  of  the  availa¬ 
ble  walkway  area.  In  addition,  steel  stairs  extending  over  the  cone 
shaped  center  section  of  the  pier  would  be  placed  every  300  feet  on 
pier  Section  B  and  at  the  intersection  of  pier  Sections  B  and  C.  This 
approach  provides  reasonable  safety  and  emphasizes  the  aesthetic 
relationship  of  the  pier,  the  Niagara  River  and  the  park  lands  that  lie 
directly  across  the  Black  Rock  Channel  (LaSalle  Park  and  Day’s  Point). 
Safe  use  of  the  pier  could  be  enhanced  by  developing  a  hazardous  weather 
warning  system.  Warnings  could  be  signaled  by  the  use  of  coded  flags 
in  much  the  same  manner  as  is  presently  done  in  both  harbor-  and  marinas. 

Plate  18  shows  a  table  of  elevations  of  Lake  Erie  at  the  upstream 
end  of  the  pier,  and  a  cross  section  looking  south  and  passing  through 
LaSalle  Park,  Black  Rock  Channel,  and  the  Bird  Island  Pier.  The 
improvements  described  above  maintain  the  visual  relationships  that 
presently  exist. 
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Plate  19  shows  an  alternative  improvement  in  which  safety  is  maxi¬ 
mized.  It  consists  of  placing  a  superstructure  on  pier  Sections  B  and 
C.  Although  the  walkway  is  shown  to  be  approximately  8  feet  above  the 
top  of  the  pier,  it  could  be  considerably  lower  than  that  for  aesthetic 
purposes  when  finally  designed.  In  addition  to  pier  rehabilitation, 
this  measure  includes  a  fill  for  park  development  along  the  Black  Rock 
Canal  side  of  the  pier  across  from  LaSalle  Park  (Plate  17) .  The  seven- 
acre  park  would  serve  users  of  the  pier  and  others  interested  in 
activities  such  as  picnicking  and  walking  for  pleasure.  The  island  fill 
would  be  connected  to  Day’s  Point  with  the  Riverfront  ferry  service. 

The  shallow  water  on  the  canal  side  of  the  fill  would  continue  to 
function  as  a  transient  anchorage  area  for  small  boats.  This  new  park 
land,  while  providing  a  unique  recreational  experience  despite  its 
modest  size,  would  constitute  a  significant  safety  improvement.  In  the 
event  of  a  sudden  onset  of  hazardous  weather,  the  distance  a  fisherman 
would  have  to  travel  to  safety  would  be  reduced  by  50  percent  on  Section 
A  and  by  approximately  60  percent  on  Sections  B  and  C,  Included  in 
this  measure  is  an  expansion  of  parking  facilities  at  Broderick  Park 
where  the  pier  joins  Squaw  Island.  The  city  of  Buffalo  is  presently 
improving  Broderick  Park  by  improving  the  parking,  planting  trees,  and 
providing  picnic  tables.  A  surfaced  bicycle  path  would  be  developed 
along  the  Niagara  River  side  of  Squaw  Island,  terminating  at  the 
proposed  waterfront  ferry  landing  above  the  Black  Rock  Lock. 

10.  Erie  Basin  Marina  -  LaSalle  Park  -  Day’s  Point 

This  focal  area  consists  of  three  adjacent  areas  close  to  downtown 
Buffalo  and  are  shown  on  Sheets  5  and  6  of  Plate  15. 

The  Erie  Basin  Marina  is  a  large  facility  owned  by  the  City  of 
Buffalo  and  presently  used  only  for  mooring  pleasure  craft.  It  is 
surrounded  by  considerable  open  space  and  commands  an  uninterrupted 
view  of  Lake  Erie  and  the  entrance  to  the  Niagara  River.  This  area 
is  not  yet  developed  for  general  public  use  although  it  is  City 
policy  to  do  so  in  the  future. 

The  existing  LaSalle  Park  extends  approximately  4,000  feet  along 
the  entrance  to  Black  Rock  Channel.  Near  its  south  end,  an  abandoned 
sea  plane  landing  area  is  used  for  boat  launching.  Aside  from  the 
riverfront  park  land  in  Tonawanda,  it  represents  the  largest  existing 
waterfront  park  land.  The  bulkhead  protecting  it  from  the  waters  of 
Black  Rock  Channel  and  Lake  Erie  however  is  badly  eroded. 

Day’s  Point  is  a  small  arei  north  of,  but  not  contiguous  to, 

LaSalle  Park,  This  area  is  of  some  historical  significance  since  it 
is  the  last  vestige  of  the  Erie  Canal.  At  a  small  bay  the  Erie  Canal 
ran  inland  toward  downtown  Buffalo.  The  area  has  been  largely  for¬ 
gotten  except  by  fishermen. 
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The  City  of  Buffalo  is  clearly  moving  forward  in  terms  of  policy 
to  develop  the  recreation  and  fishing  potential  of  Erie  Basin  Marina 
and  LaSalle  Park.  What  is  needed  is  unifying  facility  such  as  a 
bicycle  path  and  some  basic  improvement  measures  to  make  the  focal 
area  more  attractive. 

It  is  proposed  that  a  surfacea  bicycle  path  linking  the  Erie 
Basin  Marina  with  LaSalle  Park  and  Day* s  Point,  a  ferry  landing  at 
the  Marina  and  Day’s  Point,  and  parking  expansion  at  Day’s  Point  be 
constructed  where  shown  on  Sheets  5  and  6  of  Plate  15.  Access 
improvements  would  be  complemented  by  the  provision  of  water  safety 
equipment  and  security  fencing  currently  being  installed  at  the  Marina. 
Also  recommended  is  the  removal  of  the  shoreline  fencing  at  LaSalle 
Park, 


A  rock  stepwall  along  the  Black  Rock  Canal  in  LaSalle  Park  similar 
to  that  proposed  at  Riverside  park  sl^.ouid  be  constructed  as  a  replace^ 
ment  for  deteriorating  existing  wall.  Such  a  wall  would  serve  to  both 
improve  fisherman  access  and  use  of  lln*  canal,  and  to  dissipate  the 
wave  energy  which  is  currently  contributing  to  shoreline  erosion  at 
LaSalle  Park  and  possibly  the  turbulence  in  the  Erie  Basin  Marina. 

The  City  of  Buffalo  is  developing  plans  for  repairing  the  wall. 

1 1 .  NFTA  Small  Boat  Harbor 

At  the  southern  extremity  of  the  waterfront  lies  the  Niagara 
Frontier  Transportation  Authority'  (NFTA)  Small  Boat  Harbor  located  in 
the  Buffalo  Outer  Harbor  (Plate  20). 

To  the  south  of  this  area  lies  a  concentration  of  very  heavy 
industry,  and  to  the  north  ti)e  law]  is  developed  for  waterfront  com¬ 
mercial  and  industrial  use.  Votk  State  Route  5  passes  within 

400  feet  of  the  Small  Boat  Harlior.  Ac  ross  the  bighw^ay  from  the  Small 
Boat  Harbor  lies  a  large  undeveuuxid  -.ract  of  land  known  as  Tifft 
Farm  which,  through  a  unique  com!' i ion  of  public  and  private  develop¬ 
ment  that  relies  primarily  on  donate;!  labrr  and  materials,  is  to  be 
developed  into  an  extraordinary  nature  preserve.  Adjacent  to  the 
Small  Boat  Harbor  is  a  diked  area  of  approximately  20  acres  that  is  used 
to  dispose  of  dredging  spoil.  The  spoil  area  wall  be  filled  soon  and  be 
available  for  public  use. 

The  NFTA  Small  Boat  Harbor  is  clearly  isolated  and  its  condition 
reflects  some  need  for  repair.  The  dikes  enclosing  the  harbor  have 
deteriorated  badly  and  Kjave  been  maintained  bv  placing  broken  pieces 
of  pavement  and  other  random  fill  material  on  the  original  dike.  The 
mooring  spaces  and  the  harbor  generally  lack  some  of  the  basic 
facilities  that  they  should  have .  In  spite  of  the  condition,  demand 
for  use  of  the  harbor  is  very  higli.  In  contrast  to  the  Erie  Basin 
Marina  which  has  beei;  unable  to  fill  its  capacity,  there  is  an  excess 
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of  demand  at  the  Small  Boat  Harbor.  The  Erie  Basin  Marina  is  a  more 
impressive  and  elaborate  facility  but  moorage  fees  are  more  expensive 
and  the  mooring  area  experiences  some  severe  turbulence  problems. 

The  fishing  demand  in  the  NFTA  Small  Boat  Harbor  is  great,  but 
fisherman  must  negotiate  the  hazardous  dike. 

It  is  proposed  that  additional  recreational  land  be  created  by 
filling  28  acres  outside  of  the  existing  Small  Boat  Harbor  as  shown 
on  Plate  20.  The  outer  bulkhead  of  this  fill  would  consist  of  a 
sloping  stairstep  wall  constructed  of  quarry  stone  that  is  underlain 
by  stable  fill  material  similar  to  that  proposed  at  Riverside  and 
LaSalle  Parks.  New  recreational  land  would  also  be  created  by  a  six- 
acre  landfill  within  the  Small  Boat  Harbor.  The  20-acre  experimental 
dredge  disposal  site  could  be  added  to  these  landfills  to  create  a 
54-acre  waterfront  park  which  would  support  an  extensive  recreation 
program  including  facilities  for  picnicking,  bicycling,  walking, 
fishing,  boat  launching  and  additional  marina  slips  for  mooring. 

A  new  bike  path  1.7  miles  in  length  is  included  in  this  measure 
and  extends  from  Fuhrmann  Boulevard  through  the  new  park  land  and 
connects  this  area  to  the  proposed  Tifft  Farm  Nature  Preserve.  The 
implementation  of  this  measure  would  provide  a  highly  complementary 
recreation  resource  to  the  proposed  nature  preserve. 

12.  Delaware  Park  Lake 


Delaware  Park  Lake  is  situated  on  lower  Scajaquada  Creek  in 
Delaware  Park  in  the  City  of  Buffalo.  Delaware  Park  is  a  large  and 
beautiful  multiple-purpose  urban  park  with  Delaware  Park  Lake  as  its 
focal  point.  A  smaller  lake,  called  North  Bay  or  Mirror  Lake  is 
situated  just  downstream  and  immediately  adjacent  to  Delaware  Park 
Lake.  The  lake  and  park  were  designed  by  Frederick  Law  Olmsted  in  the 
late  1800* s  and  was  at  that  time  a  mecca  for  individual  and  group 
recreation. 

The  lake  is  situated  on  Scajaquada  Creek  whose  entire  watershed 
is  urbanized.  The  creek  rises  east  of  Buffalo  in  the  town  of 
Lancaster,  flows  westerly  through  the  urbanized  town  of  Cheektowaga 
and  enters  a  4-mile  long  conduit  at  the  eastern  boundary  of  the  city 
of  Buffalo.  It  exits  from  the  tunnel  and  flows  thru  Forest  Lawn 
Cemetery  for  approximately  3,000  feet  before  entering  Delaware  Park 
Lake.  The  creek  carries  large  amounts  of  sediment,  debris  and  trash, 
and  sewage.  Just  before  the  Scajaquada  conduit  ends,  there  is  a 
diversion  covered  by  a  trash  rack  which  diverts  Scajaquada  Creek  flows 
into  the  Delevan  Avenue  drain  where  it  is  carried  to  the  Black  Rock 
channel.  This  trash  rack  clogs  repeatedly  allowing  the  sediment, 
debris  and  trash,  and  sewage  to  flow  directly  into  Delaware  Park  Lake. 
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Preservation  and  rehabilitation  of  this  extraordinary  resource 
has  been  given  the  highest  priority  by  the  city  of  Buffalo  which 
recently  completed  a  study  of  alternative  measures  to  improve  the 
lake.  The  adopted  alternative,  which  is  now  being  designed  by  the 
consulting  firm  of  L.  S.  Wegman  Company,  involves  diversion  of 
Scajaquada  Creek  around  the  north  side  of  the  lake  in  a  covered  conduit. 
Trash  and  debris  which  will  be  bypassed  around  the  lake  will  flow 
directly  into  Black  Rock  Channel.  Any  problems  this  may  cause  through 
increased  shoaling  in  the  navigation  channel  and  accumulation  of  debris 
and  drift  in  Black  Rock  Lock  will  be  taken  care  of  by  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  while  carrying  out  normal  maintenance  and  operations 
responsibilities , 

As  shown  on  Sheet  4  of  Plate  15,  a  bicycle  path  connecting  with 
an  existing  city  of  Buffalo  bicycle  path  is  proposed  along  the  bypass 
and  extending  down  Scajaquada  Creek.  The  south  shore  of  Delaware  Park 
Lake  is  steep,  bare,  and  unsightly,  and  should  be  seeded  and  regraded 
during  the  lake  rehabilitation  to  a  1  on  4  slope,  Plate  29  illustrates 
a  portion  of  the  proposed  route  for  the  Delaware  Park  bicycle  path 
system. 

When  the  lake  is  bypassed,  flood  flows  will  still  enter  the  lake 
for  events  generated  by  storms  with  recurrence  intervals  of  10  years 
or  greater.  While  the  bypass  will  provide  some  control  of  water 
quality  in  the  lake,  the  bypass  alternative  can  not  entirely  alleviate 
the  deposition  of  sediment,  debris  and  trash,  and  sewage  into  the  lake. 

While  the  only  feasible  method  of  preventing  sewage  and  sediment 
from  entering  the  Lake  is  to  prevent  either  from  entering  the  stream, 
two  alternatives  appear  feasible  for  preventing  trash  and  debris  from 
entering  the  Lake:  a)  collect  the  trash  on  a  screen  before  it  enters 
the  lake,  or  b)  prevent  it  from  entering  the  stream. 

It  has  been  suggested  by  Erie  County  that  a  trash  rack  be  built 
at  the  head  of  the  Scajaquada  conduit  near  the  eastern  boundary  of  the 
city  of  Buffalo.  This  location  is  at  the  downstream  end  of  a  proposed 
flood  control  project  on  Scajaquada  Creek  that  eliminates  flooding  in 
the  town  of  Cheektowaga.  If  the  trash  rack  were  to  clog  with  debris, 
it  would  behave  like  a  dam,  significantly  raising  the  flood  stage 
upstream  and  causing  flood  damages.  The  design  criteria  for  such  a 
trash  rack  would  have  to  be  stringent  in  order  to  not  allow  this 
situation  to  occur.  Thus  the  trash  rack  would  have  to  incorporate 
either  expensive  automatic  cleaning  mechanisms  that  would  have  to  be 
regularly  maintained,  or  be  of  a  type  that  would  collapse  if  it  became 
clogged  and  impounded  water  to  a  level  that  would  result  in  flood 
damages.  The  County  recognized  possible  adverse  effects  of  constructing 
a  trash  rack  on  Scajaquada  Creek  near  Buffalo  and  requested  the  Corps 
to  investigate  the  feasibility  of  constructing  trash  racks  further 
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upstream  as  part  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers  flood  control  project; 
one  on  the  main  stem,  and  one  on  each  of  the  tributaries*  City  of 
Buffalo  officials  stated  that  the  proposed  trash  rack  near  Buffalo  is  a 
necessary  part  of  the  City's  plan  to  construct  a  bypass  conduit  around 
Delaware  Park  Lake.  A  final  agreement  has  not  been  reached  on  the 
location  or  advisability  of  constructing  any  of  the  trash  racks. 

The  second  alternative  would  solve  the  problem  of  debris  and 
trash  at  its  source  by  a  vigorous  program  preventing  its  accumulation 
on  streambanks,  whether  deposited  there  by  man  or  natural  processes, 
and  by  a  regular  program  of  clearing  and  cleaning  of  streambanks  and 
streambeds*  This  problem  recurs  throughout  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan 
Area  and  in  fact  might  even  be  considered  characteristic  of  urbanized 
areas.  The  approach  to  this  pressing  problem  is  similar  to  that 
suggested  for  the  problem  of  streambank  stabilization  as  described 
earlier  in  Section  3  of  this  chapter. 

The  problem  of  sewage  and  water  quality  in  Scajaquada  Creek  is 
being  taken  care  of  by  the  Town  of  Cheektowaga  and  the  Buffalo  Sewer 
Authority.  Prospects  are  excellent  for  greatly  improved  water  quality 
in  the  future. 

Sediment  problems  may  be  mitigated  by  improved  urban  land  use 
practices.  The  flood  control  project  on  upper  Scajaquada  Creek  will 
contribute  significantly  in  this  regard  since  it  involves  extensive 
channelization  and  levees  whose  slopes  and  banks  will  be  stabilized  to 
prevent  erosion. 

13.  Cazenovia  Creek 


The  Erie-Nlagara  Counties  Regional  Planning  Board  (ENCRPB)  has 
adopted  a  regional  open  space  and  recreation  plan  which  envisions  the 
streams  which  traverse  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  area  as  environmental 
corridors,  providing  open  and  green  space*  and  diverse  recreational 
opportunity.  Full  implementation  of  this  concept  must  necessarily 
await  greatly  improved  water  quality,  but  much  may  be  accomplished 
toward  these  goals  through  planning  and  management  of  the  land  adjacent 
to  the  streams. 

The  ENCRPB  plan  will  likely  encounter  the  most  difficulty  in 
Implementation  where  streams  traverse  the  areas  of  greatest  urban 
development  such  as  that  which  presently  exists  along  the  Buffalo 
River  and  lower  Cazenovia  Creek.  Along  these  stream  reaches  residential 
and  commercial  development,  and  in  some  cases  industrial  development, 
is  dense  and  often  encroaches  on  the  stream  channel.  Little  or  no 
adjacent  land  is  available  and  the  streams  are  channelized  in  many 
cases.  But  there  remain  long  stream  reaches  on  Ellicott,  Cayuga, 
Buffalo,  and  Cazenovia  Creeks  that  lie  within  the  area  of  projected 
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urbanization,  and  along  which  existing  development  does  not  preclude 
Implementation  of  the  open  space  plan. 

Flood  management  study  areas  along  the  above  mentioned  streams 
were  examined  from  the  standpoint  of  the  open  space  plan  and  the 
objectives  toward  which  this  study  is  directed.  Studies  on  Ellicott, 
Scajaquada,  Cazenovia,  and  Cayuga  Creeks  incorporate  measures  which 
would  achieve  the  objectives  of  the  present  study.  In  none  of  the 
cases  is  implementation  of  the  open  space  plan  goals  precluded  by  the 
recommended  flood  management  measures. 

Just  upstream  of  the  Mill  Road  Bridge  on  Cazenovia  Creek  an  ice 
retention  structure  consisting  of  a  low  gravity  dam  has  been 
recommended^^  to  control  ice  related  flooding  which  has  been  siiown  to 
be  the  primary  flood  problem  on  lower  Cazenovia  Creek.  The  dam  would 
have  a  small  stilling  pool  and  would  otherwise  impound  water  only  during 
floods.  An  ice  boom  would  be  placed  across  the  stilling  pool  to  form  a 
stable  ice  cover  in  winter.  Just  upstream  of  the  project  Cazenovia 
Creek  crosses  the  Portage  escarpment  in  a  picturesque  gorge. 

Plate  21  shows  suggested  recreational  improvements  upstream  of 
the  proposed  ice  retention  structure.  It  consists  of  a  nature  trail 
through  this  partly  forested  area  and  along  the  creek.  If  an  ice 
retention  structure  is  authorized  and  approved,  the  possibility  of 
developing  a  permanent  recreation  pool  behind  the  dam  could  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  detail  during  ihe  advanced  engineering  and  design  stages. 

Such  an  impoundment  may  have  considerable  potential  and  value  as  a 
warm  water  fishery. 

Consideration  was  given  to  measures  to  improve  the  stream  fishery 
upstream  of  the  project.  Log  booms  or  check  dams  could  be  placed  at 
intervals  along  the  stream  to  create  a  series  of  riffles  and  pools. 

This  measure  was  rejected  because  of  low  summer  streamflow,  and  because 
the  streambed  is  largely  in  bedrock  and  provides  a  fish  habitat  too  low 
in  quality  to  justify  the  investment  in  Improvements. 

Approximately  three  miles  downstream  of  tb;^  project  area  is 
Cazenovia  Park  and  golf  course.  A  bicycle  path  is  proposed,  connecting 
Cazenovia  Creek  to  the  flood  management  project  area,  as  shown  on  Plate 
22.  This  bicycle  path  is  similar  to  those  described  earlier  in  this 
chapter  and  constitutes  an  important  link  in  a  bicycle  system  connecting 
recreational  and  environmental  focal  a^eas  throughout  the  Buffalo 
Metropolitan  Area.  Two  views  along  the  proposed  Cazenovia  Creek  bicycle 
path  are  shown  on  Plate  30. 


—^Interim  Report  on  the  Feasibility  of  Flood  Management  in  Cazenovia 
Creek  Watershed,  U.  S.  Army,  Corps  of  Engineers,  March  1975. 


Chapter  IV 

STAGED  DEVELOPMENT  PLAN 


1.  The  First  Phase  of  the  Plan 


Immediate  and  most  pressing  needs  for  recreational  facilities, 
fishery  access,  control  of  debris,  and  streambank  stabilization  in  the 
Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  can  be  met  through  implementation  of  the 
plan  discussed  in  Chapter  III  by  staged  development  as  shown  in  Table  2. 
This  combination  of  improvement,  rehabilitation,  and  suggested  adminis¬ 
trative  mej^ures  has  a  benefit-cost  ratio  of  4. 7:1.0  based  upon  develop¬ 
ment  costs^'  of  about  $1.3  million,  equivalent  average  annual  benefits 
of  approximately  $2.5  million  and  equivalent  average  annual  costs  of 
approximately  $0.5  million. 

The  staged  development  plan  differs  from  the  development  plan  of 
Table  1  in  that  it  represents  a  deferment  of  some  features  in  favor  of 
immediate  improvement  and  rehabilitation  of  existing  resources.  The 
staged  development  plan  would  permit  deferment  of  about  $3.8  million  of 
development  costs.  However,  implementation  of  measures  proposed  in  the 
staged  development  plan  does  not  preclude  full  development  of  each  focal 
area  at  a  later  date.  This  procedure  permits  development  of  the  water¬ 
front  recreation  resources  at  a  pace  that  might  better  correspond  to 
local  financial  capability  and  the  availability  of  funds  and  programs  at 
the  State  and  Federal  levels,  while  at  the  same  time  meeting  immediate 
needs. 

The  concept  of  staged  development  would  be  important  to  the  water¬ 
front  ferry  service  proposal.  This  proposal  represents  an  economically 
viable  service  that  can  be  developed  as  a  franchise  or  concession  by 
the  appropriate  local  authority.  Implementation  of  the  staged  develop¬ 
ment  plan  would  develop  attractive  recreation  capacity  on  the  waterfront 
attracting  large  numbers  of  people.  i  is  a  necessary  condition  if 

the  ferry  service  is  to  be  viable.  Further  development  of  the  focal 
areas  would  then  serve  to  insure  the  long-term  success  of  the  ferry 
service.  The  difference  in  annual  benefits  of  $1,208,000  and  annual 
costs  of  $512,800  between  the  Development  Plan  shown  in  Table  1  and  the 
Staged  Development  Plan  shown  in  Table  2  yields  a  benefit/cost  ratio  of 
2.4: 1.0  Indicating  that  facility  construction  by  staged  development  is 
Incrementally  justified. 

2 .  Elements  of  the  Staged  Development  Plan 

Certain  measures  and  programs  proposed  as  a  part  of  the  development 


1/ 


The  basis  for  determination  of  costs  is  described  on  Page  III-l. 
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STAGED  DEVELOPMENT  PLAN* 
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Approximately  one-half  of  the  equivalent  annual  costs  are  attributable  to  operation  and  maintenance  of  recreation  facilities.  I 
these  facilities  are  operated  on  a  regional  basis,  operation  and  maintenance  costs  likely  would  be  less  due  to  economy  of  scale. 


plan  are  included  in  the  staged  development  plan  and  are  unchanged: 
The  waterfront  ferry  service;  Delaware  Park  improvements;  control  of 
floating  drift  and  debris;  Cazenovia  Creek  improvements;  fisheries, 
and  streambank  stabilization  program.  These  measures  were  described 
in  detail  in  Chapter  III. 

The  following  sections  describe  staged  development  measures  pro¬ 
posed  for  the  Riverside  Park,  Bird  Island  Pier,  Erie  Basin  Marina  to 
Day's  Point,  and  NFTA  Small  Boat  Harbor  areas.  In  appropriate 
instances  intermediate  steps  between  the  staged  development  and  full 
development  measures  are  also  described. 

3.  Riverside  Park 


Alternative  A,  includes  the  bike  path  along  the  Riverside  Park 
shoreline  extending  north  to  the  Isleview  and  Nia-Wanda  Park  area,  and 
the  pedestrian  overpass.  This  measure  relies  on  rehabilitation  of  the 
existing  strip  of  shoreline  which  varies  in  width  from  11  to  34  feet 
as  shown  on  Plate  16.  It  includes  hedge  planting  and  an  impermeable 
aluminum  noise  barrier  approximately  12  feet  high  to  screen  the  Thruway 
visually  and  acoustically. 

Handrails  would  be  installed  along  the  existing  concrete  wall  to 
protect  bicyclists,  fisherman  and  strollers,  and  water  safety  equipment 
would  be  located  at  suitable  intervals. 

Alternative  B 


Plate  16  also  shows  intermediate  development  of  this  area  as 
alternative  B.  This  alternative  would  create  approximately  six  acres 
of  new  park  land  by  constructing  a  land  fill  with  a  bulkhead  constructed 
in  the  same  manner  as  alternative  C.  The  landfill  would  extend  the 
shoreline  riverward  a  distance  equivalent  to  the  width  of  the  existing 
strip  of  land.  The  new  park  land  would  accommodate  vehicular  access 
and  parking,  a  surfaced  bicycle  path,  and  a  walkway.  Picnicking 
facilities  could  be  included  in  the  development. 

There  exist  a  great  many  choices  of  development  between  alternative 
A  and  C,  and  alternative  B  is  meant  to  be  a  representative  choice.  The 
environmental  and  technical  limits  of  resource  expansion  at  Riverside 
Park,  must  be  carefully  considered  to  determine  the  best  alternative 
plan  for  development.  The  IJC,  United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
and  the  New  York  State  Department  of  Environmental  Conservation,  must 
review  and  approve  alternative  B  or  C  plans  before  either  could  be 
constructed. 
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4.  Bird  Island  Pier  and  Squaw  Island 

The  early  action  measure  consists  of  pier  rehabilitation  for 
improved  access,  and  parking  on  Squaw  Island,  as  shown  on  Plate  17, 

The  development  of  new  park  land  across  from  LaSalle  Park  and  the 
bicycle  path  on  Squaw  Island  would  be  deferred  for  later  development. 

A  bus  stop  presently  exists  at  West  Ferry  Street,  and  with  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  some  parking  on  Squaw  Island,  the  rehabilitation  of  the  pier 
would  develop  fishing  benefits.  In  addition,  Federal  interests  could 
participate  in  the  implementation  of  this  early-action  measure,  and 
the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  service  has  indicated  that  it  merits  imme¬ 
diate  attention  because  of  its  proximity  to  public  transportation  and 
the  central  urban  area. 

5.  Erie  Basin  Marina  -  LaSalle  Park  -  Day’s  Point 

The  initial  development  for  this  focal  area  (Sheets  5  and  6  of 
Plate  15)  is  Identical  to  the  full  development  plan  except  that  the 
rehabilitation  of  the  existing  wall  separating  LaSalle  Park  and  the 
Black  Rock  Channel  would  be  deferred.  The  remaining  Improvements,  a 
bicycle  path  connecting  the  areas,  expanded  parking  at  Day's  Point, 
ferry  landings,  and  the  provisions  of  water  safety  equipment  constitute 
basic  development  of  the  focal  area. 

6.  NFTA  Small  Boat  Harbor 


The  NFTA  Small  Boat  Harbor  presents  a  unique  opportunity  for  staged 
development  (Plate  20).  The  initial  development.  A,  includes:  rehabil¬ 
itation  of  the  existing  dike  for  improved  protection  of  the  harbor  area 
and  safer  fishing  access;  expanded  parking;  a  bicycle  path  connecting 
with  the  City  of  Buffalo's  proposed  bicycle  path  and  the  Tifft  Farm 
Nature  Preserve;  a  comfort  station  with  water  and  sewage;  and  the 
development  of  the  experimental  dredge  disposal  site,  which  should  be 
available  by  1977,  into  a  park  area  with  picnicking  facilities  and 
fishing  access  to  the  Buffalo  Outer  Harbor.  The  Small  Boat  Harbor 
area  would  have  approximately  2,500  feet  of  safe  and  pleasing  fishing 
access  along  the  rehabilitated  dike  and  the  dredge  disposal  dike. 

The  second  phase  of  development  includes  additional  boat  mooring 
slips,  and  the  creation  of  approximately  six  acres  of  new  park  land 
inside  the  Small  Boat  Harbor  utilizing  diked  dredging  spoil.  With 
this  development,  the  Small  Boat  Harbor  area  would  have  approximately 
26  acres  of  park  land,  and  extensive  basic  recreation  facilities. 
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Chapter  V 


ECONOMIC  EVALUATION  AND  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 


Broad  evaluation  of  proposed  plans  is  an  important  and  essential 
step  in  planning  for  the  management  of  water  and  related  land  resources. 
Such  an  evaluation  should  include  expressions  of  national,  regional  and 
local  goals,  values,  and  priorities.  This  chapter  presents  a  general 
discussion  of  the  evaluation  criteria  used  in  the  present  study,  the 
methodology  used  and  the  result  of  the  economic  evaluation,  and  the 
environmental  assessment  of  measures. 

1.  Summary  of  the  Evaluation  Criteria 

The  overall  purpose  of  water  and  related  land  resource  planning  is 
to  promote  the  quality  of  life  as  indicated  by  two  objectives:  to 
enhance  national  economic  development  by  increasing  the  value  of  the 
nation’s  output  of  goods  and  services  and  improving  national  economic 
efficiency;  and,  to  enhance  environmental  quality  by  management,  con¬ 
servation,  preservation,  creation,  restoration,  or  improvement  of  the 
quality  of  certain  natural  and  cultural  resources  and  ecological  systems. 

Th€  secondary  objectives  are  to  enhance  regional  development  as 
indicated  by  regional  income,  employment,  population  base,  environment, 
and  social  development,  and  to  enhance  social  well-being  as  Indicated 
by  equitable  distribution  of  real  income,  security  and  quality  of  life, 
health,  safety,  educational,  cultural,  and  recreational  opportunities, 
and  emergency  preparedness. 

To  achieve  the  national  economic  development  objective,  the  equiv¬ 
alent  average  annual  benefits  of  a  plan  should  equal  or  exceed  the 
equivalent  annual  average  cost  of  the  plan.  Some  benefit  categories, 
such  as  certain  aspects  of  environmental  quality  or  enhancement  of 
social  well-being,  cannot  always  be  evaluated  in  tangible  terms. 

Such  intangible  benefits  must,  therefore,  be  considered  in  descriptive 
terms. 

In  this  study,  economic  evaluation  is  based  upon  existing  and  gene¬ 
ralized  construction  costs  and  benefits,  and  upon  conceptual  layouts  of 
considered  measures.  Measures  were  evaluated  with  respect  to  the 
objective  of  enhancing  environmental  quality  by  making  an  environmental 
assessment  based  upon  existing  environmental  reports  related  to  the 
study  area  and  upon  a  brief  field  reconnaissance.  In  developing  the 
measures,  emphasis  was  placed  upon  enhancement  of  the  general  environ¬ 
mental  and  aesthetic  quality  of  the  urban  environment. 
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Two  additional  criteria  were  consistently  applied:  compatibility 
with  existing  and  proposed  Federal  projects,  and  compatibility  with  and 
enhancement  of  exii^ting  and  proposed  regional  and  local  plans  and 
programs .  Improvement  measures  discussed  in  this  report  for  existing 
and  proposed  Federal  projects  were  carefully  considered  to  ensure 
compatibility  and  still  achieve  the  objectives  of  the  present  study. 

2 .  Economic  Evaluation  of  Measures 

Plate  24  shows  a  table  summarizing  an  economic  evaluation  of  the 
measures  described  in  Chapters  III  and  IV.  All  measures  for  which 
benefits  are  quantifiable  show  a  benefit-cost  ratio  greater  than  1, 
ranging  from  1.2  to  11.3.  With  respect  to  each  focal  area,  incremental 
benefit-cost  ratios  between  stages  of  development  all  exceed  a  value 
of  one. 

A  design  concept  and  costs  were  developed  for  each  element  of  a 
measure,  such  as  bike  paths  and  picnic  areas.  Unit  costs  were  derived 
from  two  primary  sources;  "Building  Construction  Cost  Data",  1974, 

R.  S.  Means  Company,  and  cost  data  for  similar  recreational  developments. 

Annual  average  costs  and  benefits  are  determined  on  the  basis  of 
a  50-year  amortization  period  using  an  interest  rate  of  5.875  percent. 

The  replacement  time  interval  for  facilities  with  an  economic  life 
shorter  than  50  years  was  assumed  to  be  25  years.  Annual  operation 
and  maintenance  cost  are  estimated  based  on  a  variable  unit  cost  per 
user-day  largely  derived  from  Federal  Power  Commission  cost  data.  The 
Federal  Power  Commission  has  developed  cost  data  for  most  areas  of  the 
United  States,  including  New  York  State.  Even  though  the  cost  data  are 
not  project  specific,  they  are  average  values  and  are  considered  adequate 
for  use  in  this  feasibility  study.  In  the  case  of  control  of  debris: 
annual  enforcement  costs  were  estimated  based  upon  1-1/2  man-years 
per  year  and  include  an  overhead  multiplier  of  2.0,  a  Streambank  main¬ 
tenance  costs  are  based  upon  40  crew  days  per  year,  and  Niagara  River¬ 
front  maintenance  costs  are  based  upon  20  crew  days  per  year. 

Total  daily  capacity  of  facilities  is  based  primarily  upon  length  of 
shoreline  development,  optimum  number  of  users  per  unit  length,  and 
turnover  rate,  except  tor  certain  facilities  such  as  parking  and  bicycle 
patlis.  Data  on  optimum  number  of  users  per  unit  shoreline  length  and 
turnover  rates  art  derived  from  data  and  planning  standards  of  the  U.S. 
Department  ot  tb.e  Interior,  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation,  and  data 
developed  *rr  tbif  New  York  Statew'ide  Comprehensive  Outdoor  Recreation 
i  an  . 


The  pro  t'dnre  vised  to  determine  the  total  daily  capacity  (user-days) 
□ns  i  Sts  -  t  -t.lt*  pi  vine  the  instant  capacity  by  a  turnover  factor.  For 
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bike  paths,  the  instant  capacity  is  the  quotient  of  the  total  path  length 
in  feet  divided  by  an  assumed  distance  of  65  feet  between  bicycles. 

The  bike  paths  would  be  bi-directional  and  therefore  the  lengths  are 
doubled  in  determining  capacities.  The  turnover  factor  is  based  upon 
total  daily  hours  of  bike  path  use  (assumed  to  be  10  hours) ,  path 
length  and  bicycle  speed  (assumed  to  be  six  mph) .  A  turnover  of  8,6 
resulted  but  a  factor  of  seven  was  used  to  be  conservative.  The  turn¬ 
over  factor  for  hiking  of  1.5  assumes  four  persons  in  a  party  and  five 
parties  per  mile.  A  turnover  factor  of  two  was  used  for  pier  and  bank 
fishing  that  assumes  a  spacing  of  20  feet  between  fishermen  and  fishing 
from  both  sides  of  Bird  Island  Pier.  A  turnover  of  1,2  was  used  for 
picnicking  that  assumes  eight  tables  per  acre  and  four  persons  per 
table.  All  computations  used  to  develop  daily  capacities  reflects 
some  inclement  weather. 

Projections  of  use,  from  which  annual  benefits  are  derived,  are 
based  upon  the  following  assumptions:  the  summer  season  consists  of 
22  weeks  (May  through  September) ;  the  winter  season  consists  of  the 
remaining  30  weeks;  capacity  use  occurs  on  two  weekend  days  each  week, 
thus  capacity  use  occurs  on  44  days  per  year;  total  weekday  use  (five 
days)  equals  100  percent  of  one  weekend  day  use  (or  one  weekday  use 
equals  20  percent  of  one  weekend  day  use) ;  winterday  use  averages 
10  percent  of  weekday  capacity.  Total  annual  user  days  with  facilities 
at  full  capacity  use  are  thus  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  following  three 
totals : 

1.  (44  peak  weekend  days)  (100  percent  capacity)  =  44  days 

2.  (22  weeks)  (5  days/week)  (20  percent  of  capacity)  =  22  days 

3.  (210  winter  days)  (10  percent  of  capacity)  =  21  days 

Total  annual  equivalent  days  of  capacity  use  =  87  days 

These  use  projections  are  conservative  since  the  facilities  would 
be  in  a  densely  populated,  urbanized  area,  and  used  by  shift  workers, 
retirees,  and  others  who  normally  have  free  time  during  the  day. 

Turnover  would  be  rapid  and  facilities  would  be  used  from  early  morning 
to  late  evening.  This  intensive  use  was  observed  at  the  limited  facil¬ 
ities  near  Riverside  Park. 

The  total  annual  visitation  in  user-days  was  estimated  for  each 
measure  as  shown  in  Plate  24,  These  values  were  checked  for  reasonable¬ 
ness  by  comparing  them  with  the  forecast  of  outdoor  recreation  demand 
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given  in  the  New  York  Statewide  Comprehensive  Outdoor  Recreation  Plan.— ^ 

The  results  of  the  State's  plan  were  reviewed  and  concurred  in  by  the 
U.  S.  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation, 

Monetary  benefits  in  terms  of  average  annual  benefits  were  assigned 
by  using  a  benefit  value  of  $1.50  per  user-day.  This  value  is  mid-range 
of  the  values  suggested  by  the  V/ater  Resources  Council, 

Benefits  were  assumed  to  rise  from  zero  to  full  annual  value  in  a 
uniform  linear  manner  over  five  years,  and  thereafter  were  assumed 
constant  and  equal  to  the  annual  average  value  derived  from  visitation 
and  benefit  per  user-day. 

3.  Summary  of  the  Environmental  Assessment 

The  proposed  measures  deal  with  the  rehabilitation,  improvement, 
and  enhancement  of  Buffalo  metropolitan  (and  to  a  limited  extent  regional) 
area  resources.  Associated  with  these  measures  are  potential  social, 
environmental,  and  economic  impacts,  some  of  which  are  beneficial, 
while  others  are  adverse.  An  assessment  of  these  Impacts  has  been  made 
and  the  result  is  summarized  below. 

Implementation  of  the  development  measures  can  contribute  signifi¬ 
cantly  to  the  social  well  being  and  environmental  appreciation  and 
enjoyment  of  the  expanding  urban  population  of  Buffalo.  The  measures 
concentrate  upon  the  Niagara  River  which  is  a  largely  undeveloped 
natural  resource  that  lies  adjacent  to  a  large  urban  population.  This 
recreation,  fishery,  and  environmental  resource  can  be  reached  by 
public  transportation,  and  through  the  proposed  improvements  these 
resources  would  be  made  more  accessible  by  providing  additional  access 
points  to  safe  facilities  situated  in  enjoyable  surrouindings .  Bicycle 
paths,  picnic  areas,  and  new  or  improved  fishing  access  areas  would 
promote  greater  public  use  of  the  river  and  its  resources. 

To  a  somewhat  lesser  extent,  the  resources  of  Lake  Erie  would  be 
made  more  accessible  to  the  people  of  the  Metropolitan  area  and  the 
region. 

Aesthetic  values  would  be  enhanced  by  some  of  the  proposed  measures. 
The  rehabilitation  of  Bird  Island  Pier  and  the  dikes  at  the  Small  Boat 
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Harbor  would  improve  the  aesthetics  of  these  structures  in  addition  to 
making  them  safer  and  more  useable.  The  creation  of  additional  park 
land  along  the  waterfront  would  present  aesthetically  pleasing  areas 
for  public  use  and  enjoyment.  Certainly,  the  control  of  floating  drift 
and  streambank  debris  would  enhance  the  aesthetic  quality  of  the  streams 
in  the  region  and  especially  the  urban  streams. 

Improved  access  to  and  along  the  waterfront  would  encourage  greater 
public  utilization  and  enjoyment  of  the  Niagara  River.  The  ferry  service 
would  greatly  expand  aesthetic  and  recreational  opportunities. 

Landfill  operations  and  construction  activities  associated  with 
some  of  the  proposed  measures  would  have  a  temporary  and  localized 
Impact  on  regional  aesthetics.  Permanent  structures,  such  as  the 
pedestrian  overpass  at  Riverside  Park,  and  the  improvement  of  the  Bird 
Island  Pier  would  have  some  visual  impact,  but  could  be  turned  into 
an  aesthetic  asset  if  careful  attention  is  given  such  criteria 
during  design. 

Noise  and  minor  dust  production  would  occur  during  construction 
of  some  of  the  considered  measures.  These  impacts  would  be  temporary 
and  of  only  minor  importance. 

Public  facilities  for  picnicking,  walking,  bicycling,  sightseeing, 
boating,  and  fishing  would  be  provided  by  the  proposed  measures.  These 
facilities  would  not  only  meet  some  of  the  demonstrated  needs  of  the 
region,  but  would  also  promote  greater  utilization  of  available 
resources. 


The  measures  could  result  in  the  need  to  increase  public  services 
slightly  such  as  routine  police  patrols  and  park  department  maintenance 
crews.  Clearing  and  clean-up  of  streambank  debris  could  result  in  the 
need  for  additional  work  crews.  Whether  these  increases  are  viewed  as 
additional  employment  opportunities  or  a  burden  on  present  public 
services  depends  upon  the  magnitude  of  the  additional  work  force  needed 
and  the  means  of  financing  operation  and  maintenance  activities.  The 
program  described  in  Chapter  III  is  designed  in  part  to  minimize  this 
potential  burden. 

The  natural  resources  of  the  area,  especially  the  sport  fishery 
resources,  are  improving.  The  proposed  measures  would  promote  fuller 
utilization  and  enjoyment  of  the  natural  resources  of  the  Metropolitan 
area.  Many  of  the  measures  would  enable  greater  utilization  by  the 
inner-urban  population  by  means  of  public  transportation  or  by  bicycl¬ 
ing  or  by  walking. 


Landfill  operations  would  result  in  the  loss  of  relatively  small 
areas  of  aquatic  habitat,  possibly  of  fish  spawning  sites  and  could 
affect  river  and  channel  flow.  These  possibilities  must  be  investi¬ 
gated  in  detail  prior  to  providing  any  landfill. 

Some  water  pollution  would  be  caused  by  landfill  operations. 
Depending  upon  the  source  of  the  fill  material,  the  impact  would  be 
temporary.  Control  of  riverfront  and  stream  debris,  and  floating 
drift,  and  the  cleanup  of  Delaware  Park  Lake  would  result  in  improve¬ 
ment  to  water  quality. 

Implementation  of  the  proposed  measures  would  result  in  a  commit¬ 
ment  of  both  financial  and  construction  material  resources.  The 
material  resources  primarily  consist  of  rock,  fill  material  (dredge 
spoil),  and  small  quantities  of  other  construction  materials  (asphalt, 
metals,  wood,  etc.).  All  of  these  are  readily  available  locally  and 
their  use  in  this  project  will  not  affect  the  short  or  long  term 
availability  of  such  resources.  The  required  financial  resources,  as 
shown  in  Tables  1  and  2,  and  on  Plate  24,  are  not  large  and  will  be 
provided  by  several  levels  of  government. 

No  people  or  farms  would  be  displaced  by  any  of  the  proposed  meas¬ 
ures.  Similarly,  it  is  unlikely  that  tax  revenues  or  business  and 
industrial  activities  would  be  affected  by  the  proposed  measures. 
Property  values  along  urban  streams  that  are  cleaned  up  could  increase 
although  the  effect  of  this  secondary  impact  may  be  slight. 

Beneficial  impacts  of  a  secondary  nature  could  occur  as  they  relate 
to  community  cohesion,  desirable  community  growth  and  desirable  regional 
growth.  Access  to  and  enjoyment  of  recreational  opportunities  along 
the  waterfront  has  the  potential  for  affecting  urban  community  cohesion. 
Enhancement  of  water  related  environmental  quality  along  the  Niagara 
River  and  the  regional  streams  could  affect  community  and  regional 
growth  patterns.  As  water  quality  improves  and  stream  classifications 
change  there  will  be  increasing  pressure  to  prohibit  adverse  develop¬ 
ments  along  stream  courses.  This  will  affect  the  patterns  of  future 
growth  in  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area. 

4.  Environmental  Assessment  of  Measures 


Not  only  are  there  impacts  associated  with  each  of  the  proposed 
measures  but  there  are  also  broader  social  and  environmental  impacts 
associated  with  groups  or  combinations  of  the  measures.  On  a  regional 
scale,  implementation  of  the  measures  described  in  Chapter  III  will 
provide  an  integrated  plan  of  recreation,  fishery  and  overall  environ¬ 
mental  quality  improvements  of  a  realistic  nature.  Use  and  enjoyment 
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of  regional  resources  will  be  made  more  available  to  the  urban  as  well 
as  to  the  regional  population.  Access  to  Lake  Erie  and  to  the  Niagara 
River  is  an  important  aspect  of  the  proposed  development  measures. 
Interconnections  of  the  waterfront  by  bikeways,  planned  to  mesh  with 
the  City  of  Buffalo  urban  bike  routes,  and  the  provision  of  waterfront 
access  to  sites  of  improved  facilities  accessible  by  city  buses  would 
place  safe  and  enjoyable  aesthetic  and  recreational  opportunities  within 
easy  reach  of  the  urban  population.  The  waterfront  ferry  service  would 
provide  additional  urban  and  regional  recreational  experience.  Social 
well-being  would  be  enhanced  by  these  measures. 

An  area-wide  program  to  control  floating  drift  and  streambank  debris 
coupled  with  streambank  erosion  control  would  result  in  generally  im¬ 
proved  environmental  quality.  Implementation  of  a  regional  plan  of 
developing  open  space  corridors  would  also  contribute  to  improved 
environmental  quality.  One  of  the  results  of  these  measures  (aided 
greatly  by  the  implementation  of  wastewater  plans)  would  be  the  up¬ 
grading  of  water  quality  to  a  level  sufficient  to  permit  the  rehabil¬ 
itation  of  urban  streams.  These  streams  have  excellent  recreational 
and  fishery  potential. 

An  assessment  of  the  environmental  consequences  of  each  of  the 
measures  and  alternatives  considered  follows : 

Riverside  Park 


A  bicycle  path  and  a  pedestrian  overpass  over  the  New  York  State 
Thruway  are  common  to  the  three  alternative  developments  considered 
for  Riverside  Park.  Availability  of  access  to  the  waterfront  at  this 
location,  especially  to  pedestrians  and  those  using  bicycles,  would 
meet  a  recognized  need  for  residents  of  the  area.  Safe  access  across 
the  Thruway  would  be  a  major  improvement  over  the  present  situation. 

Some  temporary  localized  disruption  of  traffic  patterns  and  minor 
visual  impact  would  occur  as  the  facilities  (especially  the  overpass) 
are  being  constructed.  The  visual  impact  of  the  completed  overpass 
would  be  minor  since  similar  structures  are  common  to  expressways  in 
the  Buffalo  area. 

Measure  A 


Selective  hedge  plantings  of  shrubs  and  grass  and  the  noise  barrier 
considered  in  this  alternative  would  greatly  improve  the  aesthetics  of 
the  riverfront  area  and  make  the  use  of  the  location  more  enjoyable. 
There  could  be  some  objection  to  the  blockage  of  the  river  view  from 
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the  Thruway.  However,  the  view  from  Riverside  Park,  for  the  most  part, 
would  not  be  obstructed  because  of  the  elevation  difference  between 
the  park  and  the  riverfront.  Hand  railings  and  other  safety  equipment 
at  the  site  would  add  to  the  safe  use  of  the  area  by  fishermen  and 
bicyclists . 

Measure  B 


The  creation  of  additional  riverfront  land  with  pedestrian  access 
facilitated  by  the  overpass  would  provide  for  increased  recreational 
opportunities  in  the  form  of  shoreline  fishing,  bicycling,  walking, 
and  picnicking.  This  is  an  important  positive  improvement  for  the 
surrounding  urban  area  that  is  presently  virtually  shut-off  from 
access  to  the  riverfront. 

Construction  of  park  land  on  the  riverfront  by  landfill  would  have 
a  negative  Impact  on  local  water  quality  and  aquatic  organisms.  The 
degree,  duration,  and  importance  of  the  impact  on  water  quality  would 
depend  upon  the  type  of  fill  material  used  and  the  procedure  followed. 
In  any  event,  temporary  turbidity  would  occur  in  the  area  and  possibly 
be  transmitted  downstream.  Benthic  organisms  would  be  buried  by  the 
landfill  and  littoral  aquatic  habitat  would  be  lost.  However,  the 
area  to  be  filled  under  this  measure  would  be  relatively  small.  Staff 
of  the  N.Y.S.  Department  of  Environmental  Conservation  (Clean)  and 
the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (Cortland)  have  indicated  that  this 
area  may  be  a  fish  spawning  ground  because  of  its  general  character¬ 
istics.  However,  this  has  not  yet  been  established  by  detailed  aquatic 
study.  A  more  detailed  environmental  assessment  should  include  a 
survey  of  the  aquatic  life  present  in  the  area  to  be  filled  and  a 
determination  as  to  whether  the  location  serves  as  a  spawning  ground 
for  walleye  or  other  important  fishes  to  evaluate  the  importance  of 
the  possible  impact.  Additionally,  before  Alternative  B  is  con¬ 
structed,  details  of  the  proposed  measure  must  be  submitted  to  the 
IJC  for  an  engineering  determination  of  the  effect  on  the  river  regime 
and  for  its  approval.  A  Section  10  and  404  Corps  of  Engineers  permit 
would  also  be  required. 

Measure  C 


This  alternative  for  development  in  the  Riverside  Park  area  involves 
the  creation  of  approximately  22  acres  of  riverfront  parkland  and  is  an 
extension  of  Measure  B.  As  a  consequence,  the  environmental  impacts 
would  be  of  a  similar  type,  only  greater  in  magnitude.  The  new  park 
land  could  support  more  visitors  in  a  less  crowded  situation  and  as  a 
result  would  provide  greater  recreational  opportunities.  On  the  other 
hand,  more  aquatic  habitat  would  be  lost  and  the  potential  disruptive 
effects  of  the  landfill  operation  would  be  greater.  The  larger  land 
fill  has  the  slight  potential  of  altering  the  hydraulic  regime  of  the 
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Niagara  River,  but  this  effect  is  thought  to  be  negligible  because  of 
the  very  low  conveyance  evidenced  by  slack  water  in  this  area.  Before 
Alternative  C  is  constructed,  details  of  the  proposed  measure  must  be 
submitted  to  the  IJC  for  an  engineering  determination  of  the  effect  on 
the  river  regime  and  for  its  approval.  A  Section  10  and  404  Corps  of 
Engineers  permit  would  also  be  required. 

Bird  Island  Pier 


Pier  Improvements 

Pier  improvements  to  facilitate  safe  access  are  considered  for  Bird 
Island  Pier.  The  pier  at  present  is  not  safe  for  recreational  use, 
especially  during  the  winter  or  at  times  of  high  water.  Fishermen  and 
sightseers  use  the  pier,  even  though  such  activities  are  discouraged 
by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  because  of  the  safety  hazard. 

Structural  modifications  to  the  pier  as  shown  on  Plate  17  would 
provide  attractive  and  safe  facilities  for  pier  fishing  and  hiking. 

The  recreational  opportunities  thus  afforded  would  be  valuable  impro¬ 
vement  over  the  present  situation  since  both  the  fishery  resource 
and  the  visual  properties  are  already  present. 

Rehabilitation  of  the  pier  could  result  in  temporary  water  quality 
disturbance,  and  the  new  structure  would  have  a  visual  impact  of  its 
own.  The  safe  useability  of  the  new  facility  by  fishermen  and  others 
would  more  than  offset  these  impacts. 

Landfill 


The  seven-acre  park  created  by  a  landfill,  (as  shown  on  Plate  17 
opposite  Porter  Avenue)  would  provide  additional  recreational  oppor¬ 
tunities  at  Bird  Island  Pier  in  the  form  of  bank  fishing,  picnicking, 
hiking,  and  sightseeing.  The  present  boat  anchorage  site  in  the  area 
would  not  be  affected  by  the  landfill  since  the  fill  would  be  placed 
in  a  rock  bottom  area  that  is  too  shallow  for  mooring  boats. 

The  landfill  would  result  in  temporary  turbidity  during  construc¬ 
tion  and  permanent  loss  of  aquatic  habitat.  Benthic  organisms  would 
be  lost  and  the  littoral  zone  would  be  removed  from  use  and  production 
of  aquatic  life.  A  suxrvey  of  the  types  of  aquatic  organisms  located 
in  the  area  should  be  conducted  prior  to  plan  implementation  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  specific  ecological  impact.  Staff  of  the  N.Y.S.  Department 
of  Environmental  Conservation  (Glean)  and  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  (Cortland)  have  indicated  that  this  area  may  be  a  spawning 
ground  because  of  its  general  characteristics.  However,  a  detailed 
aquatic  study  has  not  been  accomplished. 
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Erie  Basin  Marlna-LaSalle  Park-Day’s  Point 


At  present  this  section  of  the  waterfront  ranges  from  slightly 
developed  to  highly  developed.  Erie  Basin  Marina  provides  boat  launch¬ 
ing  and  mooring  facilities  in  addition  to  a  parking  lot,  a  restaurant, 
and  an  observation  tower.  The  marina  experiences  turbulence  during 
certain  wind  conditions  that  discourages  some  boaters  from  mooring 
their  boat  at  the  facility.  LaSalle  Park  provides  a  waterfront  picnic 
area  and  parking  lot.  People  fish  from  the  park  although  obstacles 
such  as  shoreline  erosion  and  a  deteriorated  fence  detract  from  its 
aesthetics  and  use.  A  small,  undeveloped  parking  lot  is  present  at 
Day’s  Point  which  provides  access  to  the  Black  Rock  Canal  for  fishermen. 

Bicycle  Path  and  Parking 

This  measure  would  facilitate  access  to  the  area  by  the  construction 
of  bicycle  paths  and  an  expansion  and  improvement  of  the  parking  lot  at 
Day's  Point.  Environmental  impacts  associated  with  installation  of  this 
measure  would  be  minimal.  Aesthetics  would  be  improved  by  the  removal 
of  the  deteriorated  fencing  at  LaSalle  Park. 

LaSalle  Park  Shore  Protection 


The  addition  of  a  shore  protection  structure  at  LaSalle  Park  would 
improve  access  for  fishermen  and  would  serve  to  abate  shoreline  erosion. 
Slight  losses  of  the  aquatic  littoral  zone  would  occur.  This  impact 
plus  possibly  a  study  of  the  wave  mechanics  associated  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure  as  it  relates  to  nearby  areas,  particularly  the  Erie 
Basin  Marina,  should  be  investigated  in  following  studies.  The  city 
of  Buffalo  is  conducting  a  study  of  protecting  the  wall  along  LaSalle 
Park. 

NFTA  Small  Boat  Harbor 


The  NFTA  Small  Boat  Harbor  is  used  extensively  during  the  boating 
season  and  serves  as  an  important  bank  and  ice  fishing  facility.  The 
dikes  at  the  harbor  are  in  disrepair  and  most  of  the  dike  is  unsafe 
for  recreational  use.  There  is  a  real  need  to  rehabilitate  this  impor¬ 
tant  facility,  as  well  as  to  expand  recreational  opportunities. 

Dike  Rehabilitation 


Safe  utilization  of  the  NFTA  dike  by  fishermen  and  the  protection 
of  an  important  recreational  resource  (and  financial  Investment),  are 
major  positive  impacts. 
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Dike  rehabilitation  would  result  in  slight  temporary  turbidity  and 
disruption  of  aquatic  organisms.  The  magnitude  of  these  impacts  is 
minor . 

Landfill 


Park  development  at  NFTA  by  a  landfill  would  create  new  recreational 
opportunities  which  would  benefit  area  residents.  Loss  of  aquatic  habi¬ 
tat  and  temporary  degradation  of  water  quality  would  occur. 

Expanded  Facilities 

Creation  of  a  28-acre  landfill  outside  the  existing  NFTA  Small  Boat 
Harbor  would  result  in  the  loss  of  aquatic  habitat,  loss  of  benthic 
organisms,  and  in  temporary  turbidity  during  construction.  The  new 
park  land  created,  with  its  associated  facilities  (additional  boat 
slips,  picnic  facilities  and  comfort  station),  would  provide  new  and/or 
additional  recreational  opportunities  and  result  in  increased  access 
to  Lake  Erie  for  the  regional  population. 

Waterfront  Ferry  Service 

A  regional  recreational  resource  would  be  added  by  the  provision 
of  a  waterfront  ferry  service.  In  addition  to  providing  a  unique 
recreational  resource  in  itself,  the  ferry  service  would:  augment 
access  to  various  riverfront  sites  beyond  those  that  would  be  provided 
in  other  measures,  provide  fishing  access  to  Strawberry  Island  to 
people  that  do  not  have  use  of  boats;  and,  provide  an  additional  and 
enjoyable  means  of  access,  other  than  by  car  or  bus,  to  Beaver  Island 
State  Park  and  its  recreational  facilities. 

Delaware  Park  Lake 


Construction  of  bicycle  paths  in  Delaware  Park  would  have  no  adverse 
environmental  impact.  The  construction  of  a  stream  bypass  system  planned 
by  the  City  of  Buffalo  is  intended  to  improve  the  water  quality  of  Dela¬ 
ware  Park  Lake.  This  construction  and  the  clean-up  operations  at  Delaware 
Park  Lake  would  result  in  temporary  disturbance  to  water  quality  and  the 
surrounding  landscape.  Personnel  from  the  Department  of  Environmental 
Conservation  have  indicated  their  willingness  to  stock  warm  water  fish 
in  the  lake  after  it  is  cleaned.  This  would  provide  an  additional 
recreational  opportunity  to  area  residents. 
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Cazenovia  Creek 


The  addition  of  hiking  trails  within  the  project  area  of  the  recom¬ 
mended  ice  retention  structure  on  Cazenovia  Creek,-*  and  the  linking  of 
the  project  area  with  Cazenovia  Park  by  a  bicycle  path  would  provide 
additional  recreational  opportunities  to  area  residents  and  would  per¬ 
mit  the  implementation  of  the  recreation  corridor  concept  along 
Cazenovia  Creek.  There  are  no  adverse  environmental  impacts  associated 
with  these  proposals. 

Control  of  Floating  Drift  and  Strearobank  Debris 

Periodic  removal  of  floating  drift  and  streambank  debris  from  area 
streams  and  the  Niagara  riverfront  would  greatly  improve  the  water 
related  environmental  quality  of  the  study  area.  Offensive  sights  and 
odors  would  be  reduced  or  eliminated,  and  as  a  result,  the  aesthetics 
at  points  of  access  to  regional  streams  or  open  stream  corridors  would 
be  enhanced.  This  measure  would  also  result  in  improved  water  quality, 
eliminate  some  hazards  to  navigation,  enhance  fish  and  wildlife  habitat, 
reduce  fire  hazards  to  waterfront  structures  and  would  provide  some 
flood  protection  benefits, 

5.  Conclusions 


The  environmental  and  economic  assessment  of  the  elements  of  the 
development  and  stage  development  plans  shows  that  these  plans  are 
ec*-.nomically  and  environmentally  feasible.  Adverse  environmental 
impacts  may  be  minimized  by  proper  choice  of  design  criteria  and 
supervision  of  construction.  In  general  the  measures  considered  have 
large  and  significant  positive  environmental  and  social  impacts.  The 
proposed  plans  and  the  measures  that  constitute  them  have  favorable 
benefit-cost  ratios. 
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Interim  Report  on  the  Feasibility  of  Flood  Management  in  Cazenovia 
Creek  Watershed,  U,  S.  Army,  Corps  of  Engineers,  March  1975. 
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CHAPTER  VI 


INSTITUTIONAL  ANALYSIS  AND  PLAN  IMPLEMENTATION 


1.  General 


The  overall  objective  of  this  institutional  analysis  is  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  capabilities  of  existing  water  resource  management  interests 
in  the  study  area  to  implement  the  improvement  plans  developed  in  this 
Feasibility  Study,  This  analysis  involved  a  series  of  tasks  that  began 
with  providing  various  agencies  and  groups  an  opportunity  to  assist 
in  plan  development  by  conducting  informal  workshops  and  discussions. 
Following  development  of  the  plan,  these  interests  were  invited  to  a 
meeting  to  discuss  the  measures  that  affect  their  interests  and  to 
provide  them  with  data  for  review  to  determine  the  extent  of  their  par¬ 
ticipation  in  plan  implementation.  The  next  task  was  to  relate  their 
capabilities  and  desires  for  the  development  plan  and  present  the 
findings  to  the  general  public  for  comment.  The  comments  of  the  public 
were  then  carefully  considered  and  reflected  in  the  study  recommendations. 

2.  Affected  interests 


The  affected  and/or  involved  Interests  In  the  study  area  are 
political  subdivisions,  agencies,  private  property  owners  and  facility 
users.  Each  of  these  interests  are  reasonably  easy  to  identify. 
Affected  political  subdivisions  include:  New  York  State;  Erie  County; 
towns  of  Cheektowaga,  Grand  Island,  Tonawanda,  West  Seneca;  city  of 
Buffalo;  and,  city  of  Tonawanda.  Some  of  these  subdivisons  such  as 
the  towns  of  Cheektowaga  and  Grand  Island  will  not  be  affected  as  much 
as  the  others  since  the  proposed  facilities  would  not  be  constructed 
within  their  corporate  limits. 

The  agencies  that  would  be  involved  in  implementation  of  these 
improvements  include:  The  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers;  the  U.S. 
Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreations;  the  U.S.  Soil  Conservation  Service; 

New  York  State  Office  of  Parks  and  Recreation;  N.Y.S.  Department  of 
Environmental  Conservation;  N.Y.S.  Department  of  Transportation; 

N.Y.S.  Thruway  Authority;  Buffalo  Sewer  Authority;  Niagara  Frontier 
Transportation  Authority;  Erie  County  Department  of  Environmental 
Quality;  City  of  Buffalo  Departments  of  Public  Works,  Transportation, 
Planning  and  Programming,  and  Parks  and  Recreation;  and  the  Parks 
and  Recreation  Departments  of  the  towns  of  Tonawanda,  West  Seneca 
and  the  city  of  Tonawanda. 

General  Motors  Corporation  and  Dunlop  Tire  and  Rubber  Company 
would  also  be  directly  affected  since  portions  of  the  proposed  bike 
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path  interconnecting  Riverside  Park  with  Sheridan  Park  would  be  located 
on  their  properties.  Small  portions  of  the  bikeways  would  impact  on 
private  properties  along  some  streets  and  highways.  The  effect  on  users 
is  difficult  to  assess  other  than  to  recognize  that  they  would  be  bene¬ 
ficiaries  and  be  required  to  support  the  financing  of  the  improvements 
through  tax  payments  or  user  fees. 

Several  Federal  agencies  would  be  Involved  in  implementation  of  the 
improvements,  either  by  cost  sharing  or  legislative  control.  The  Federal 
agencies  that  would  be  involved  include:  The  Corps  of  Engineers;  U.S. 
Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation;  U.S.D.A.  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service;  and,  the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 
In  addition,  the  International  Joint  Commission  would  be  involved  in 
matters  which  would  impact  on  flows  and  levels  of  the  Niagara  River. 


Federal  Participation  in  Implementation  of  Development  Plan 


The  Corps  of  Engineers  could  participate  in  the  following  portions 
of  the  Development  Plan: 


a.  Modification  of  the  Bird  Island  Pier  for  public  safety  (100% 
Federal  funding) ; 


b.  Dredging  of  Black  Rock  Canal  to  remove  additional  sediment 
deposition  from  Scajaquada  Creek  if  the  Creek  is  by-passed  around 
Delaware  Park  Lake  (100%  Federal  funding); 

c.  Development  of  recreational  facilities  along  Carenovia  Creek 
If  the  flood  control  improvements  recommended  in  the  Cazenovla  Interim 
Report  are  authorized  (50%  Federal  funding) . 

The  U.S.  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation  (BOR)  could  participate  in  all 
of  the  other  elements  of  the  Development  Plan  except  the  Waterfront 
Ferry  Service,  if  the  non-Federal  agencies  apply  for  assistance  through 
the  New  York  State  Office  of  Parks  and  Recreation  and  if  the  State  and 
BOR  approve  the  request  and  funds  are  available.  The  amount  and  extent 
of  BOR  cost-sharing  is  based  upon  the  Land  and  Water  Conservation 
Fund  Act  of  1965  and  subsequent  related  Public  Laws  and  Amendments. 

The  objective  of  this  legislation  is  to  provide  financial  assistance  to 
the  States  and  their  political  subdlvisons  for  the  preparation  of 
statewide  comprehensive  outdoor  recreation  plans  and  acquisition  and 
development  of  outdoor  recreation  areas  and  facilities  for  the  general 
public.  In  New  York  State,  the  Office  of  Parks  and  Recreation  (OPR) 
has  been  designated  the  administrator  of  the  State's  Land  and  Water 
Conservation  Fund  Program.  Only  OPR  can  apply  to  BOR  and  be  eligible 
for  project  grants  or  make  application  on  behalf  of  other  State  agencies 
or  political  subdivisions,  such  as  cities,  counties,  and  towns. 
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There  are  a  wide  range  of  outdoor  recreation  facilities  for  which 
grants  can  be  used  such  as  picnic  areas,  inner  city  parks,  bike  trails 
and  support  facilities  such  as  roads  and  water  supply.  The  facilities 
must  be  open  to  the  general  public  and  not  limited  to  special  groups. 
Development  of  basic  rather  than  elaborate  facilities  is  favored.  Prio¬ 
rity  consideration  is  generally  given  to  projects  serving  urban  popu¬ 
lations.  Federal  funds  from  BOR  amounting  to  50  percent  of  the  faci¬ 
lities*  first  costs  are  available  but  operation  and  maintenance  of 
the  facilities  are  totally  a  non-Federal  responsibility. 

4.  Views  of  Interests 


The  development  plan  was  discussed  with  the  Niagara  Frontier  State 
Park  and  Recreation  Commission  (NFSP&RC) ,  regional  administrator  for 
OPR,  to  determine  if  the  Development  Plan  would  be  compatible  with  the 
Statewide  Comprehensive  Outdoor  Recreation  Plan  (SCORP) .  Staff  of 
NFSP&RC  favored  the  plan  since  it  would  be  compatible  with  SCORP  and 
suggested  that  the  plan  should  be  discussed  with  BOR  prior  to  meeting 
with  local  governments  to  determine  if  the  various  plan  elements  would 
qualify  for  Federal  funds  under  the  Land  and  Water  Conservation  Fund 
Act  of  1965.  The  plan  was  discussed  with  staff  of  the  Northeast  Re¬ 
gional  Office  of  BOR  in  Philadelphia,  PA  on  23  September  1975.  BOR 
staff  favored  the  plan  and  stated  that  all  of  the  plan  elements  have 
potential  to  qualify  for  Land  and  Water  Conservation  Funds  except  the 
proposed  ferry  service  and  Corps  maintenance  work. 

A  meeting  was  held  with  local  governments  in  Buffalo  District 
Office  on  26  September  1975  to  discuss  cost  sharing  and  plan  implemen¬ 
tation  and  obtain  their  views  on  the  Development  Plan,  All  known 
Interests  who  would  have  responsibilities  in  implementing  the  plan  here 
were  Invited.  The  meeting  was  attended  by  State,  County,  Town,  City, 
and  private  Interests.  A  list  of  those  attending  is  provided  in 
Table  3.  The  Development  Plan  was  discussed  and  no  one  expressed 
disinterest.  Interests  at  the  meeting  were  told  of  the  possibility  of 
obtaining  a  grant  from  BOR  and  that  the  NFSP&RC  could  assist  them  in 
making  application.  Furthermore  they  were  told  that  all  applications 
for  Land  and  Water  Conservation  Funds  from  BOR  must  be  made  through 
New  York  State  OPR  who  has  designated  NFSP&RC  as  their  regional  admi¬ 
nistrator.  Those  present  were  assured  that  the  Development  Plan  can 
be  modified  if  necessary  to  be  compatible  with  their  local  plans  for 
recreation. 

Each  representative  was  furnished  minutes  of  the  meeting  and  re¬ 
quested  to  furnish  their  views  on  the  plan  by  20  October  1975. 

Appendix  A  includes  responses  from  these  agencies. 
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TABLE  3 


Mr.  John  P.  Reville,  Jr. 
Councilman,  North  District 
City  Hall 

Buffalo,  NY  14202 


Attendees  at  26  September  1975  Meeting  in  Buffalo  District 
to  Discuss  Development  Plan 


Mr.  John  Seager 

Assistant  Regional  Park  Manager 
Niagara  Frontier  State  Park  and 
Recreation  Commission 
Prospect  Park 
Niagara  Falls,  NY  14303 


;rry  Martin 


Mr. 

Program  Planning 
Room  920,  City  Hall 
Buffalo,  NY  14202 

Thomas  J.  Reardon,  Harbormaster 
City  Hall 

Buffalo,  NY  14202 

Mr.  Wilfred  Goddard,  Jr. 
Municipal  Building 
2919  Delaware  Avenue 
Kenmore,  NY  14217 

Mr.  Chester  Bryan 

Town  of  Cheektowaga  Engineer 

Town  Hall 

Broadway  &  Union  Road 
Cheektowaga,  NY  14225 

Mr.  Wallace  Ochterski 
Town  of  West  Seneca  Engineer 
1250  Union  Road 
West  Seneca,  NY  14224 

Mrs.  Irene  K.  Gardner 
44  Royal  Avenue 
Buffalo,  NY  14207 


Mr.  Edward  P.  Lesswlng 
NYS  DOT 

General  Donovan  Office  Building 
125  Main  st. 

Buffalo,  NY  14202 

Mr.  Charles  Brown 
Director,  Division  of  Planning 
Erie  County  Office  Building 
95  Franklin  Street 
Buffalo,  NY  14202 

Mr.  Charles  Frisa 

Fish  and  Wildlife 

NYS  Dept,  of  Environmental  Cons. 

128  South  St. 

Clean,  NY  14760 

Mr.  Spencer  P.  Schofield 
Erie  &  Niagara  Counties 
Regional  Planning  Board 
2085  Baseline  Road 
Grand  Island,  NY  14072 


Corps  of  Engineers  Representatives 
COLONEL  BERNARD  C.  HUGHES,  District  Engineer 


Mr.  Donald  Liddell 


Mr.  Charles  Gilbert 


Mr.  Daniel  Kelly 


Mr.  Joseph  Hassey 
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Representatives  from  the  city  of  Tonawanda  and  the  town  of 
Tonawanda  did  not  attend  the  meeting  but  were  contacted  soon  afterward 
and  advised  of  matters  discussed-  City  and  town  of  Tonawanda  officials 
expressed  Interests  in  the  Development  Plan  and  favored  the  concept. 

The  city  of  Tonawanda  has  plans  for  a  bike  path  to  interconnect 
Nla-Wanda  Park  with  Sheridan  Park.  Even  though  the  alinement  of  the 
path  may  not  be  identical  to  that  developed  in  this  study,  the  path 
would  serve  the  same  purpose  of  interconnecting  existing  recreation 
facilities. 

General  Motors  Corporation  and  Dunlop  Tire  and  Rubber  Company 
officials  were  contacted  individually  to  discuss  the  Development  Plan 
and  to  obtain  their  views.  Both  companies  expressed  a  willingness 
to  cooperate  in  furnishing  land  easements  for  the  bike  path  that  would 
interconnect  Riverside  Park  with  Sheridan  Park. 

A  public  meeting  was  held  or  5  November  1975  to  obtain  the  views 
of  the  general  public  on  the  Development  Plan  and  to  tell  them  of  the 
views  of  local  governments  and  possible  methods  of  plan  implementation 
and  cost  sharing.  The  public  favored  the  plan  and  their  expressions 
are  contained  in  the  record  of  the  public  meeting. 
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Chapter  \II 


CONCLUSIONS  AND  RECOMMENDATIONS 


Discussion 


The  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  has  a  valuable  and  abundant  water 
resource,  particularly  along  the  Niagara  River,  much  of  which  is  un¬ 
developed  or  inaccessible  for  public  use  and  enjoyment.  During  this 
feasibility  study,  Federal,  State,  county,  city  and  private  individ¬ 
uals  were  consulted  and  it  was  determined  that  the  people  in  the 
study  area  desire  improvement  of  water  and  related  ].and  resources  for 
public  use.  People  now  bicycle,  fish,  hike,  picnic,  sightsee,  rest, 
and  boat  in  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  under  unsafe,  adverse  con¬ 
ditions  because  of  limited  facilities,  limited  access,  poor  water 
quality  and  an  inadequate  environmental  quality  setting. 

The  development  plan  shown  in  Table  1  or  the  staged  development 
plan  shown  in  Table  2  would,  if  implemented,  provide  increased 
opportunities  for  expanded,  safe,  convenient,  and  enjoyable  public  use 
of  water  and  related  land  resources  in  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area. 
Other  improvements  to  enhance  fish  and  wildlife  resources,  expand  urban 
fishing  opportunities,  and  to  stabilize  streambanks  are  also  necessary 
for  full  utilization,  preservation  and  enhancement  of  water  resources 
in  the  Metro  Area,  Both  plans  are  acceptable  to  local  governments 
and  the  general  public.  The  Study  has  been  made  in  compliance  with  Prin¬ 
ciples  and  Standards  developed  by  the  President's  Water  Resources  Coun¬ 
cil  and  represents  adherence  to  the  National  Policy  for  considering 
alternative  plans  for  water-related  land  resources  and  for  evaluating 
the  effects  of  such  plans. 

All  measures  developed  in  this  Study  would  make  efficient  and  worth¬ 
while  use  of  waterfront  lands  that  should  properly  be  for  public  use  and 
enjoyment.  The  staged  development  plan  permits  construction  in  incre¬ 
ments  that  would  not  preclude  full  development  when  additional  funds 
become  available.  The  initial  development  would  cause  little  change  in 
the  environment  or  commitment  of  resources.  Proposed  vegetative  plant¬ 
ings  and  improvement  of  water  quality  through  control  of  floating  drift 
and  streambank  debris  are  plan  elements  that  would  improve  the  natural 
environment . 

Both  the  development  plan  and  the  staged  development  plan  provide 
the  basis  for  assessing  the  extent  of  Federal  interest  and  funding  to 
support  each  plan.  The  planning  objectives  cited  in  the  foreward  to 
this  report  were  carefully  considered  during  the  Study  and  the  proposed 


VII-1 


plans  would  satisfy  these  objectives.  The  plans  can  be  implemented 
without  additional  legislation  except  for  appropriation  of  Federal  and 
local  funds.  The  Corps  can  rehabilitate  Bird  Island  pier  and  maintain 
Black  Rock  channel  to  project  depth  without  further  legislative  actions. 
These  Corps  activities  would  be  accomplished  under  the  operations  and 
maintenance  program  for  the  Black  Rock  channel  and  Tonawanda  Harbor,  NY, 
project.  However,  Corps  maintenance  funds  cannot  be  used  for  providing 
a  bicycle  path  and  parking  area  on  Squaw  Island  or  for  park  development 
by  land  fill  on  the  Black  Rock  Canal  side  of  Bird  Island  pier  opposite 
LaSalle  Park.  The  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation  could  participate 
in  development  of  the  bicycle  path  and  parking  on  Squaw  Island  and  the 
Corps  could  participate  in  development  of  the  proposed  park  development 
alongside  Bird  Island  pier  under  the  Code  710  Program  for  Recreation 
Development  of  Completed  Projects. 

The  Final  Environmental  Statement  for  operation  and  maintenance  of 
the  Black  Rock  channel  and  Tonawanda  Harbor,  NY,  project  was  filed  with 
the  President’s  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  in  1975.  Completion  of 
Bird  Island  pier  rehabilitation  work  will  be  accomplished  as  necessary 
operations  and  maintenance  funds  become  available.  The  Corps  cannot 
cost-share  in  recreation  facilities  along  Cazenovia  Creek  until  the 
recommended  Ice  Retention  structure  becomes  an  authorized  project  and 
local  interest  and  cost  sharing  is  assured. 

All  elements  of  the  development  plan  or  staged  development  plan, 
except  for  the  Corps  work  discussed  above,  would  be  the  responsibility 
of  non-Corps  agencies.  BOR  has  funds  for  cost  sharing  in  facility 
costs  or  any  additional  planning  that  may  be  required.  Further,  BOR 
could  cost-share  in  the  proposed  recreation  facilities  along  Cazenovia 
Creek  without  an  authorized  Corps  project  since  the  facilities  inter¬ 
connect  existing  public  parks. 

Conclusions. 

It  is  concluded  that: 

a.  The  development  plan  shown  in  Table  1  and  the  staged  development 
plan  shown  in  Table  2  are  feasible  from  an  economic  and  an  engineering 
standpoint ; 

b.  The  impact  on  fishery  resources,  the  erosion  effects  on  Straw¬ 
berry  Island,  and  the  International  aspects  of  any  flow  pattern  changes 
must  be  carefully  considered  in  development  of  any  plan  for  filling  in 
the  Niagara  River; 

c.  The  existence  of  drift  and  debris  in  and  along  the  waterways 
and  streams  in  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  continues  and  removal  and 
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disposal  measures  are  necessary; 

d.  The  erosion  of  streambanks  in  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area 
is  continuing  and  stabilization  measures  are  necessary;  and 

e.  The  fish  and  wildlife  resources  of  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan 
Area  have  not  been  fully  assessed.  Additional  information  is  necessary 
for  proper  and  full  development  of  fish  and  wildlife  management  programs 
and  plans • 

Re  c  ommenda t ions 


1  recommend  that: 


a.  The  Development  Plan  be  implemented,  by  staged  construction  if 
necessary,  in  accordance  with  applicable  laws,  regulations,  and 
constraints ; 


b.  The  U.  S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  rehabilitate  the  Bird  Island 
Pier  in  the  interest  of  public  safety  under  the  operations  and  main- 
tenance  program  for  the  Black  Rock  channel  and  Tonawanda  Harbor,  NY; 

c.  The  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation  consider  participation 
with  non-Federal  interests  in  all  aspects  of  the  Development  Plan  except 
Corps  project  maintenance  and  the  Waterfront  Ferry  Service; 

d.  Stream  bank  stabilization  be  accomplished  wherever  possible  at 
non-Federal  expense  except  for  costs  incurred  by  the  U.  S.  Soil  Conser¬ 
vation  Service  in  providing  technical  assistance  within  areas  of  their 
responsibility;  and 

e.  A  Fish  and  Wildlife  Management  program  and  plan  be  developed 
by  non-Co rps  interests. 


f.  The  Buffalo  District  continue  to  participate  on  the  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  of  the  Erie-Niagara  Counties  Regional  Planning  Board 
(ENCRPB)  in  conjunction  with  the  areawide  was^  -treatment  management  study 
effort  being  accomplished  by  ENC]^?fiundfer  Sec{tion  25S  >of  Public  Law  92-5GG. 


BERNARD  C.  HUGHE< 

Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers 
District  Engineer 
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INTERIM  REPORT 
ON 

STREAMBANK  PROTECTION,  WATER-Ril.ATED  RECRhJVTTON 
FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  MANAGEMENT,  AND  WATER -RELATED 
ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  MANAGIMENT 


APPENDIX  A 


CORRESPONDENCE 


U.  S.  ARMY,  BUFFALO  DISTRICT,  CORIES  OF  ENGINEERS 
1776  NIAGARA  STREET,  BUFFALO,  NY 
NOVEMBER  1975 


Citizens  Urged  to  Push  Shore  Plan 


»y  rr:AS!-R  WIM.IAMS  funds  to  divvy  up  among  rom- 

Citi/pn  concf'i  n  may  dccicio  the  future  of  a  proposed  peimg  local  governments  in  the 
$1  S  million  shoreline  improvement  project,  acrordinR  state.  ^  ^  ^ 

U)  Col.  iiornard  C.  Hughes,  chief  of  the  Buffalo  District  most  attfcnDING  i  h  c 
of  thp  U,  S.  Army  Corps  of  EnKincors.  mifimi;  nppmvrd  the  proposal 


”1  (/rgr>  yf,i,  n>  get  after  those 
rW’Ct'tl  t)ffirials  to  sec  that 
sonv-thinf.  r.  done  willi  this 
proijfjsjil,”  (  f»  .  Hughes  said 
Wcdnpsd  iy  ,il  a  puldic  hearing 
in  }  ti  r  Ipftfalo  Museum  of 
.S'  lence 

"Ur  nr(‘i|  inten'sled  people 
tf>  ;;e|  to  the  petjpJe  who  control 
thr  money  tn  (toffalo  and  Uric 
C'rjunty."  tlm  (’Olonel  said., 

’!  he  proji'ct ,  drawn  hv  the 
(jorps,  would  open  up  public  ac¬ 
cess  to  the  hait)or  and  Niagara 
River  shf)reline  for  fishing,  bik¬ 
ing.  boating,  picnicking  and  a 
new  ferry  service. 

•  ♦  • 

COL.  HUGHES  said  Buffalo 
and  Kric  County,  the  Meal  gov- 
crnnicnt  hrxlics  that  would 
probal)ly  take  the  lead  in  the 


development,  could  apply  to 
the  federal  Bureau  (d  Ouldofjr 
Recreation  for  about  half  the 
funds. 

An  oiildfKU  reireatinn  plan¬ 
ner  with  the  Bureau  Uild  about 
-10  persons  the  pioiect  is  a 
''commendable  plan  " 

Bernard  I'agan  w.ns  e^ji'* 
daily  impres.se(i  with  "tbe 
relatively  low  costs  and  high 
benefit  ratios.  ICs  good  to  see 
money  going  into  projects  like 
that,”  he  said. 

However,  he  said  Land  and 
Water  Conscrv'ation  funds  "do 
not  come  from  a  bottomless 
pit.” 

After  expenaitvre^  on  .state 
parks,  he  said,  Albany  would 
have  about  $6  million  in  federal 


ut  (pjesiiuned  if  it  would  end 
p  DM  the  shelves  bke  previous 
■.'iinrfronl  improvement  plans. 
Inhn  II.  IJun7.  environmental 
[i.iiTutan  (if  ihc  Stat<'  Cooser- 
aljun  (  ouncil.  said  his  oig.an- 
ation  IS  f)p[ioM‘<l  to  that  [).irt 
f  th»'  jir()j)Osal  that  calls  fur  a 
>ir.  stop  on  Slrawb(  rry 
I'.land 

"U'e  would  bke  to  sec  th^  is¬ 
land  left  jn  its  present  .state  of 
non  use,"  he  said.  "To  open  it 
to  the  public  would  nf)t  be  wise 
in  light  of  the  erosion  over  the 
pa.st  4  years  ” 

Col.  Hughes  said  the  Corps 
has  no  jurisdiction  over  the  is¬ 
land  and  the  ferry  service 
propo.sal  is  the  only  part  of  the 
plan  not  eligible  for  federal 
matching  funds. 


NCDFA  -  2 
Kelly  -  1 


HCNPIY  J.  NOWAK 

J7tM  Oiat«»»VT,  Nvw  YOfM 
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HOMK  orrioci 
U  S.  CouirrMOUOK 
Buttald.  N.Y.  14202 
Tklai-monk.  (7|f)  OOSMtist 


Colonel  Bernard  Hughes 
(’orps  of  Mncjinc^r?rs 
1776  Niagara  Street 
Buffalo ,  N.Y.  14207 

Ho:  Corps  of  Engineers  Waterfront  recreation/ 

rchabil i tat ion  plan . 

Dear  Colonel  Hughes : 

I  regret  that  my  official  duties  in  Washington 
prevent  me  from  attending  the  public  meeting  on 
the  Corps  of  Engineers*  proposed  waterfront  recreation 
and  rehabilitation  plan. 

The  Corps  should  be  commended  for  devising  what 
I  believe  is  an  exciting  and  imaginative  blueprint 
for  action. 

The  potential  recreational  benefits  alone  of 
those  suggested  projects  justify  widespread  community 
support.  Their  completion,  however,  could  act  as  a 
catalyst  for  other  private  and  public  development 
that  wou 1 d  add  i mmoasurably  to  our  community  *  s  vitality 
and  attractiveness  as  an  investment  area.  The 
rippling  effect  prospects  of  these  Corps  of  Engineers' 
proposals,  therefore,  demands  solid  support. 

I  pledge  to  do  all  I  can  to  work  with  local, 
state  and  federal  officials  to  help  fashion  a  funding 
package  for  this  effort. 

Best  wishes, 

/ 


tmn  w»i 


JOHN  J  I  Af  Al  f:c 

I  H  t  Hii  f .  Ni  M  Ylil«K 


<<<MM14III  ON 
IIANKiNf.,  <  N(.Y  AND 

(  <  >M  M  M  II  I  ON 

•.MAI  I  lUJMtH  ‘.S 


Consrc6'£f  of  t()c  Unitcb  ^tntc£f 

|[;oii£if  of  lUprf5cntntil)f£( 
5Z!n£(0(iii(lutT,  JD.C.  r^0ol5 
No  VI  •ml, cr  3,  19 /j 


r  I  AAI  OIMO 

I1,.»TA»  o.  Nl  A(  VoAK  is/')/ 

(/IM  n47  7ni»0 

M  aiM  I '<  1*1 1  f  *m<  •  |t4/M  I 

Tai  I  «.  Ni  w  Yoma  MV 
( /t(.)  /n4  yy/% 


Hon.  Raymond  T.  Schulor,  Coiiiinis.s  loner 
NYS  Dopa  r  t  iTK.ait  of  Tran.sport  at:  ion 
St  at  e  Caiiif>us 
Albany,  New  York  12226 

n(*ar  Ray: 

lb(?  Niar,ara  Section  of  the  Nc*w  York  State  Thruv^ay 
was  laiilt  the  citizens  of  the  ''Riverside"  section  of 
fhiffalo  found  that  they  lived  in  a  cc^niniunity  wli  i  ch ,  for 
all  practic-al  purposes,  was  mis -nanicd .  For  tliey  no 
lony/‘r  were  able  to  enjoy  their  proximity  to  the  Niap^ara 
R  1  ve r  -  -  t  he  Th  ruway  was  tlum  ,  and  la  ina  i  ns  today  ,  an 
1  iiip rt'^yiable  concrete  barrier  betwc*en  the  people  and  what 
would  otherwise  be  a  prime  recrea  t  i  c:)na  1  resource  for  this 
n(‘  i  ;^^]iborhood  . 

n  u  1  in  p,  the'  pi  i  s  t  .s  c' s  s  i  o  n  o  f  the  St  a  t  e  be  g  i  s  1  a  t  iir  e  a  bill 
authorizing  a  pedestrian  bridge  over  the  Thruway  to  permit 
access  to  the  River  from  the  community  was  passed.  I  am 
hopeful  that  the  promise  to  rc^ctify  the  situation  implicit 
in  that  bill  can  be  implemented  at  the  earliest  possible 
d/i  te  . 

I  I  ru:;t  lliat  DOT  and  lhc‘  'flirnway  Authoi^ity  are  woiRirig 
I  op/‘(  lu'r  to  niake  .sure  lliat  expeditious  action  can  lake' 
place.  I  would  apj)reciale  your  sfuuliug  ine  an  up -to- (late 
status  r  export  on  this  along  with  yemr  best  estimate  on 
when  work  will  start  and  whe^n  it  may  be  completed. 

'Hiank  you  for  your  attent  i  on  to  t  h  i  s  ma  t  t  or  . 

Best  rega  rds  . 


Si ncerely , 

5^ 


Om  J.  LaKALCE 
■(•fiilior  of  Congress 


Mi-glofi  '*1  n  Main  Slronl.  HuIIhIo,  New  York  14i?0M 


NEW  YORK  STATE 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Rsymond  T,  SohuUr,  CommitslorMr 


(  )(  I  iiIm  •  ;  I  <  .  ,  I  ' »  /'  I 


'  ■  I  I  '  I  1 1 ' '  I  '  ,  ll'i'jh'''- 
1  :m  I  Oh'  ■  i  ,  Co  r  p',  of  fiiq  Lii'.'ors 
!  i  i  ' .  1. 1  i  I ;  I  ! 'riq  i  ii'  ‘ ■  i; 

i'.utf.jlo  1 1  i  olr  i.o  t  ,  Corpo  of  F.ngLii'-ors 

1 7/6  fJioqari  Street. 

f'liff  rlo.  How  Yoik  M207 

1)1  Mr  Sir: 


Comprehonsivo  Port iori 

Bulfalo  Me tropol L tan  Area  Study 

h  t<'|,|y  to  yeui  I-  It.'i  of  Octobevc  'i,  idVS,  wo  aro'  qoriera.]ly 
ii,  f.ivor  o'  t  ti"  v.itioMo  mf.'aoureo  d  i.oous'a.'d  at,  f.he  Sopt'-inher 
ye,  mf•|■tiIl(^.  (')ur  m<iJor  conooTn  L'.  that  l.tio'  al)ovo 

inc  .I'.M  I ho  o(ji[i|)a  t  Lhlc:'  with  our  Klvorsidcf  Kainpo  pro.jec1, , 

111  r  ai'ip  loc.ati.oMo  hoi.nq  f , on s idero'd  at  this  time  are  as 
i  ()  I  1  ow . : 

Sqh  thheiiiid  t)l  I  haiiip  -  Herto'l  Avenuo'  or  near  Ont.ario  Str  o'el. 

lioj  thhouiKl  On  Itariip  -  Hertel  Avenue  or  Ontario  Street 

[n  1.iie  near  future  a  design  report  discussing  this  project 
will  h*,'  relea'.ed.  You  will  receive  a  copy  of  this  report. 

tri  r'-'jards  i.n  the  pedestrian  Overpass  in  the  vicinity  of 
hiverside  Park,  it  is  presently  legislated  as  a  responsibility 
of  til"  N"W  Yrw  k  Sl.a  i.e  Thruway  Authority, 

I  I  is  ciur  opiniuri  that  tfie  Hew  York  fPtate  L)ep,]i  tiia'nt.  of 
I  raii'.pnr  ta  t.  ion  (,nuld  not  participate  in  the  fundiiuj  of 
any  of  tin-  pioi"cts  eontained  in  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan 
Are.)  S'udy. 

Ohou.ld  you  have  ary  further  questioris  feel  free  to 
' ,  r  ta  c  I  th  is  n  f  f  ia  .  I  ■ . 


■'/'•f  y  l,t  n  I  y  yen  rs  , 


in  li.  K.'  iOHUY,  Kefilrnial  Director 


Fngineer 


l/l  H;!,!d.:lsf 


JAME*^  T.  MrFAHLANO 
iH'.inn  r 

r  H  A  I  U  M  A  N 

»ir4  '  »PAi  , 

ilM')M)rim  A  ur:iiiiF'. 

{»(•)  a;?  noAi 


THC  SENATE 
STATE  or  NEW  YORK 
ALBANY  i2PA 

er  '  '-'jf/T  orpF  {  T 
f:  .tfAlf'y,  N  E  y/  rOpK  14? 
(7i«) 


Octobor  1),  197 '3 


Bernard  C .  Hughes 
Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers 
1776  Niagara  Street 
Buffalo,  New  York  1A207 

Dear  Colonel  Huglies  : 

I  read  with  interest  the  disposition  of  the  meeting  on  the 
comprehensive  portion  of  the  Corps  Metropolitan  Area  Study  for 
Buffalo. 

1  am  Indeed  interested  in  your  keeping  me  alireast  of  any 
development  plans  the  Corps  may  liave  regarding  tlie  pedestrian 
overpass  bridge  in  Riverside.  As  the  State  Senator  representing 
that  area,  I  have  worked  vigorously  for  the  past  four  years  trying 
to  obtain  an  appropriation  to  have  this  bridge  built.  As  you  are 
probably  aware,  the  New  York  State  Lei’;islature  this  year  approved 
$350,000  for  this  purpose. 

I  would  also  be  very  interested  in  any  plans  regarding  the 
bicycle  path  from  Riverside  Park  to  Isle  View  Park. 

With  many  thanks  and  kind  personal  regards,  I  remain 

Very  truly  yours. 


JAl^ES  T.  MCFARLAND 

/ 
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\ 
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Corps’  Plans  for  River 
Get  Favorable  Reaction 


By  PAUL  MAC  (  LI-NNAN 

\  fU  ^  I .  i\  I  ,  t  i,h  Hi  >  tlUll  l(t  r  •  I 

'I  hn  U.S.  ('(jrps  of  I  .tijMtioci  s 
Imported  t(ulny  thni  it  li.is  h.irl 
ipnornlly  favor.ii)|r  roRpoiiMj 
1 1  (itn  cilizj'ns  Jind  ('.o\  rninn  n- 
tnl  iiniK  (Ml  iis  million 

v.iilcrfront  ri-cKMlitjn  and  irha- 
lolii.'ilion  plan. 

I  wo  oicclin;’  a  i  c  ■.*•1  m  i  Im' 
next  (hr(M?  w(M*ks  to  dranss 
o\rr-all  (oohlmns  of  tin*  iivcr- 
front.  The  (anps  wall  hold  a 
l>  u  1)  I  i  (!  nu-ciiiij;  at  7  I’M 
Wednesday  in  the  II  ill  fain  Mu¬ 
seum  of  Seiervo  when  Col.  lim- 
nard  C.  llufthes  will  discuss  its 
proposals. 

J.ric  County's  Open  Itiver 
Advisory  Commiltee,  loilowin^ 
almost  2  months  without  a  pul)- 
lic  session,  will  resume  work  at 
a  niectinj;  called  for  7:. If)  I’M 
Nov.  21  in  (aiunly  llxecutive 
P('j>an's  office. 

MR.  RI.fiAN  .siiid  today  lliai 
sulisiantial  aprooment  lias  henn 
m ached  with  Mayor  Maknwski 
to  expand  tiie  committee  into  a 

<  i  I  y  (  fi  u  n  t  y  co-operative 
endeavf.i . 

On  (he  negative  side,  how- 
evm.  theie  is  p,rowin|^  conemn 
that  cMie  (  imlinl  a;tency  nr  ;i  co- 
opci a(i\  f  p  .1  n  f  I  should  he 
tisifthlishcd  to  (o-ordinate  ,o- 
.tlvities  of  the  city,  r(Minly,  10  - 
pional  Planning*  Iloaid  an(l  the 

<  Mips. 

It  was  a)  .0  d  tlsif  lUs 

W.iviie  Il.idley,  co-(  hair  man  of 


the  rountv's  Open  River  panel, 
h  IS  resij^ned  his  post  voicing; 
(lisap[>olnlmenl  that  the  group 
has  not  fieen  given  facilities 
and  [lersonnel  In  carry  out  its 
assignment. 

'f'he  Huffalo  F.vening  News 
also  learned  that  despite  pas- 
sajm  )>v  llie  Sfat(.‘  I.egislalure  of 
a  hill  providing  for  eonsfruction 
of  a  pedesiri:,'!  overfia  .s  con¬ 
necting  Itiverside  I’atk  with 
(he  waterfront,  the  measure  js 
now  lied  up  in  a  tangle  hciween 
the  State  d'hrMway  Authority 
and  slate  Department  of 
Transportation. 

JOSl-PU  IIAS.SIV,  1  (ivil 
engineer  with  the  Corps,  said 
today  that  the  agency  has  re¬ 
ceived  a  do7cn  leiiers  from 
vaiious  groups  and  ciliren.s 
commending  the  Corps  for  Its 
waterfront  study  and  pledging 
(  {>  operation. 

One  problem  in  carrying  out 
the  plan  is  the  fact  that  the 
Corps  cannot  fund  a  majority 
of  the  proposals  and  its  role 
W'ould  be  largely  that  of  a  co¬ 
ordinator.  Mr.  Massey  said  a 
represrni.ative  of  the  M.  S.  Ilit- 
reaii  of  Outdoor  lUorealion  has 
been  invited  to  Wednesday’s 
Tneetiiif',,  'the  bureau  has  voir-^ 
ediinteresl  in  the  Corps  study 
a  n  d  indu  aled  soim*  federal 
funds  might  be  available  for 
SOUK?  phases. 

In  a  related  deveto  mumt. 
Mj  Ri  gan  and  Mayor  Sheridan 
t'reekmore  of  ’lonnwanda  are 
piepared  to  movi*  .ahead  with  a 
hi  law. IV  eonne(  ling  a  count  y- 
t  u  patk  along  ila*  river  with 
Shi  I  Him  Park  in  the  Town  of 
imiawanda  and  Rivi'rside 
Park.  Thr'  Puflaln  Common 
(  Miinci!  IS  also  disc  ussing 
proposals  for  relocating  the 
Wi  St  Side  Rowing  Club  into 
Davs  Point,  a  portion  of  the  old 
1  rie  (.'anal  that  some  groups 
snv  should  be  preserved  as  a 
jiatk.  • 


IliJDA  (DAKN-RAl  )  -  7. 
NCpRA  -  ?. 

<0  HnsHt'.y  -  1 


IN  Mf  ri 


i>  I  I  I  t(  1  <  ' 


I'nitcil  Sratfs  I )f.'pai  tment  of  fhe  Interior 

lU'KIAIf  (H  ()(i!!)()()K  IM(KIA'M()N 

:  !•  I  m  \M  PI  (  .](  Ui.M  (  <1  I  K  I 

I  '  !.  I  .1  I'.miIJm,,;  )’ .  'niu 

MH  '\|o  )  I  I  PI  M 
'’'•li  .  I;  i,i  .  ylv  u,j,,  }■  II  v, 


Colonel  Bernard  C.  Ifu^^es  P 

District  Engineer  ^  . 

Buffalo  District,  Corps  of  Engineeis 
1776  Niagara  Street 
Buffalo,  NY  lii207 

Dear  Colonel  Hughea: 

This  letter  Is  a  follaw-\ip  to  ray  otaf f  *  s  September  23,  1975  meeting, 
and  more  recent  telephone  conversations,  with  Joe  Haasey  of 
yoTir  staff,  regarding  the  Comprehensive  Study  portion  of  the 
Buffalo  Metropolitan  Area  Study. 

On  tlie  basis  of  information  provided  to  us,  it  appears  that  most 
of  the  outdoor  recreation  features  of  the  development  plan 
meet  our  eligibility  criteria  for  matching  assistance  from  the 
l^end  and  Water  Conservation  Fund.  Exceptions  would  include  the 
proposed  Ferry  Service,  and  work  related  to  normal  maintenance 
functions.  This  has  been  discussed  in  more  detail  with  Mr.  Hasaey. 

With  regard  to  your  November  5,  1975,  public  meeting,  Bernard  Pagan 
of  0iy  staff  will  likely  be  in  attendance  to  offer  technical  assist¬ 
ance  In  the  matter  of  Land  and  Water  Conservation  Fund  grants.  I 
hasten  to  add,  however,  that  the  Regional  State  Parka  and  Recreation 
Connission  staff  have  expertise  In  this  area  and  would  be  the  first 
line  of  contact  for  any  community  seeking  Fund  assistance. 

I  would  like  to  comend  you  and  your  staff  for  yon^T  'Efforts  In 
identifying  potential  recreation  opportunities  ir  ^  Buffalo  area. 
We  are  certain  that  worthwhile  facilities  w1"'  rt  '  •  . 


Sincerely  yours. 


I  IK  IN  t If  l<  MA  II  KAMK  H  H (  CH I  A f  ION  COMMISSION  '  >1 


OcXobeA  17,  1975 


CcCdncC  Bi'Ayia.nd  C.  lltu](u’A ,  V-iAtAACX  [  yjglyieeA 
It.  S.  knmij  ('.iiHpi  o{\  LngineeAk 
Bd^/jalo  P-{^tA.ict 
1776  NlagaAa  StAced: 

Kuf)^a1'o,  New  Vonk  14207 

Re-'  Bufi{iCito  UztAopotU/in 
kApa  Study 

VpAn  CL'toneJf  ItughpA'- 

RegoAdlng  youA  leXteA  o{,  OctobeA  3,  Atlcutiue  to 
PaAk-i'  AnteA&it  In  the  Study,  I  oi^eA  the  {^olZowlng  comments : 

The  pAojectA,  aA  deAcAJ-bexi  in  the  Study,  oAe  municipal. 
pAuJectA  and  not  wdtJun  State  PoAk  authoAtty.  HoweveA, 
thvAP  pAojectA  oAe  etAgtbJ^e  ioA  BOR  oAAAAtance  and  a.^  the 
munAc  ipatAty  wheAe  the  pAoject  aa  located  eJtecJA  to  Ajmptemeyit 
the  pAoJect  and  AequeAt  aAAAAtance,  PaAkA  will  act  OA  the 
agency  pAoceAAtng  the  apptt cotton. 

The  AepoAt  AA  well  done  and  the  pAojectA  appeoA 

^ea6ibte. 

VeAy  tAuly  youAA, 

/  '/  ^  -  > 
Ketth  R.  HopktnA 

Regional  kdmtntAtAotoA 


K^‘nfTK)f*'  '  •  1  *  M  l'  ■  buiifllO'j  ‘  y,  *  7  ^ 

lown  Of  . 

ior<<}wand;’ 


October  17,  197') 


Colonel  Hernard  C .  Hughes 
District  Engineer 
Corps  of  Engineers 
1776  Niagara  6t . 
buffalo,  N.Y.  14207 

Dear  Sir: 

As  C(june  i  1  man  and  (Hiniman  of  the  Waterfront  C.onun 1 1  t '  • 

I  .nil  Jndeetl  Intends  ten]  In  tin*  development  of  the  Nlagnra 
Klv(‘r  and  its  potential  as  a  recreation  area  and  a  beauti¬ 
ful  fuivlronmenl  . 


Sincerely  yours. 


Wilfred  Goddard,  Jr. 
Councilman 


V/GJr :  s 
Fncl . 


I'f''”  U'MMt  '  "  I  M  »  '!  AM  '  ‘U  u  UMDflAfir’  Mi  HAf-Myf  -  .  f  j '  H(  »M  A  IKf.tyJ  WM  i  I A  M  f  M  i  »N  » «  U- » 
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r 


ki'hniMr*  -  <-w  y<»»k 


own  Of  . 

onawama 


riM/fH'  ipal  •  H/V  B8()f' 


lO/J //75 


I'KU  1.  Our  Kccroalion  Ocpartmt'nt  Is  at  the  prcsfnl 
timo  constructing'  hike  paths.  A]  bo  a  study 
of  connecting  bike  patlis  between  nuffnlo  and 
City  of  Tonawanda,  Is  being  made. 

2.  Consideration  of  <‘ros(()r)  control  for  Strawberry 
Island  -  Ferry  dock  -  stop  off  dock  ff)r  traveJers 
Croat  bakes  -  cana]  -  Atlantic  Ocean. 


CON  1.  The  pro])osed  new  park  land  developnicnt  at 

Riverside  Park,  I  am  concerned  about  because 
it  Is  a  threat  to  Strawberry  Island  and  might 
affect  the  flow  and  flood  stage  of  the  ^Uagara 
River  causing  problems  to  the*  Town  of  Tonawanda. 


I A  M I  ' .  V  !  (  '  >  f 
M  '  iHM  »  M  >  t 


VM  I  M» 


,«  If  ■  o  I'l . 


MA  HM  f  .  .O*  Ml'  >MA  I  K  f  I  (  V  » 


•A  I  f  If  f  *f  '  IH 


»  ,r  t  Ir.fV 


nf»hi  H  t  I’fMN  ' 
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JAMES  U.  BUCKLEY 

NEW  YORK 


'TllCniicb  Senate 

WASHINGTON.  D  C  ZlifllO 


oc  1  mI). •  r  I  r. .  I  i»y :* 


r,t  ‘  r  1 1  :i  rd  (  ' .  1 1 1 1  !*;  fn  : 

Tf )  1  f ‘  1  ,  Tf )  r‘p; :  n  I  I'in i';  i  ru  -f  *  r*: ; 

I)  I ; ;  t,  r  i  (•  I  IdiK  i 

!)(' j);t  r  I  iiK *n  t.  oT  LIk*  Army 

l^>ii  f  f  ;i  I  ()  C’orf)^>  of  Fnj:n 

I 77G  Niagara  Street 

BulTalo,  Now  York  14207 


Dear  Cf^lonel  Hushes: 


Sen.'itor  nu(‘kl(\v  h;is  askml  nn*  in  Minnk  you  I'nr  your* 
kitul  invitutinn  to  ati.onc]  a  ])ijl>lic  innctiiH’:  on  the 
f’orf)s  rf)rn[)r(‘hons  i  v(‘  wat<'r  rausoii  frn.s  study  of  l,h<‘ 
liiil'Caln  Mo  1.  ropf)  i  i  I,  i  an  a  mu  .  AM.hniud!  ho  is  u  nab  In 
to  ul  tfuui  l.hn  ni<Md  inp,,  Sf'natDr  ininklr*y  liu::  a.sk(Ml 
Ilia  I  r  rnfir’n.snril  him.  I  will  I'rir- war'd  ail  inlormal  ion 
and  comrrKUil.o  f  rom  Lhr'  mnoj  inp,  l.o  Miuialor’  liunkb-y 
and  1.0  Ms,  Marjoj  Sfuil.  ill'  o !'  our  Hontuudi-r  Oil  i<-rs 
As  you  know,  Ms.  Sf'nI.iri  handO's  C.’orps  of’  Idipinnnrs 
j  i  a  i  son  woid<  for  thr^  Sc'na.t.or  and  1  am  surr-  t  hat  shr' 
will  b(^  v('ry  intc^rested  in  l.ho  results  ol  yo\ir 
Novomlx^r  0th  meriting. 

I  look  frn'ward  to  our  discussion. 

Best  w1 shos . 


S  i  ncerr*  1  y  , 


Mary  Sho  i  )  a  r;a  |  i 
SporOal  Assi.'danI  (o 
Sfinatrir  dairir'*;  I,.  Ipjrklr'y 


Bu  1  1  a  I  o  la  -  r,  I  o I) a  1  Of  l  O-r- 
M  f  a  I  I  o  r  Milton  Bu  i  I  d  i  np; 
Bui  I  a  1  o  ,  ’W  York 


STATE  UNIVERStTY  COLLEGE  AT  BUFFALO 

1100  FLMWOOD  AVBNUe  •  BUFFALO.  N  Y.  14222  •  Telephone  716  d62-5**22 


Great  Lakes 
Laboratory 

l6  Or-tober  1975 

Robert  A  Sweeney,  Director 

Col.  HoiMirird  District  Engineer 

Buffrilo  District  -  IJ.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
177b  Nirigara  Dtrr‘et 
Buffalo,  New  York  14207 

l'i'(;poscd  (1975)  Buffalo  Water'front  Irnpi'cvemenl s 


Deo  r  r!o  1  .  llugties  : 


NclthfM'  I  nor  any  members  of  my  staff  will  be*  able  to 
attorifi  the  D  November  1975  hearing  regarding  the  abr^ve.  There- 
fore,  we  are  submitting  our  comments  in  writing, 

I'he  Croat  Lakes  Lab  fully  supports  the  Corps  proposals 
to  Improve  shoreline  protection,  provide  additional  park  and 
rocr**'"at  ienal  ^ireas  as  well  as  promote  the  Initiation  of  a  water¬ 
front  ferr-y  rn^rvlce.  Through  our  numerous  research  contracts 
In  the  Oreat  D-urfalo  area,  Including  the  Niagara  River  for  the 
rh’ I  ]  agara  Counties  Regional  Planning  Board,  we  have  recognized 
a  cJ(‘cMrie  in  I lio  utilization  of  those  aquatic  resources  at  a 
i  lriie  v/iirui  tho  quality  of  the  water  l.s  rapidly  Improvlng.We  also 

aniong  th^'‘  flr'st  ..o  point  out  that  the  existing  transportation 
•yrh  f'rnr.  and  ot  Lor  cc vui true tion  along  the  liuffalo  Harbor  and 
ijlagn.r\n  Rlv^-r  wo‘ro  funci.lonlng  unintentionally  as  ”Creat  China 
Walls’^  lo  iso  into  tdio  p<^ople  from  the  waterfront.  Your  proposals, 
If'  funded,  will  bn  n  major  step  in  remedying  this  problem. 

Wo  do  not.  believe  that  there  would  oe  major  environmental 
d  I  erupts !  oris  ( 1  M  ter  of  area  and/or  duration)  that  would  result 
the  fw*of;OiU-.*d  Of)  :*uGtlon  vras  carri '‘d  out.  In  contrast  to  the 
•  ni V  1  ronrn^’ni.a  1  bnnofdtr. ,  the  short-termed  negative  impacts  of  rhe 
a  !  ierat  1  <-»nc  would  be  Insufficient. 


r  •  *9  -1  n  p  A  r>A  1  \r 


Dr.  Robert  A.  Sweeney 
Director ,  GLL 


AC  :  dnb 


CONSERVE  RESOURCES  —  RECYCLE 


1 

f 


ft}iu'  (fi  o  itxicti 

CJTY  OF  BUFFALO 


John  p  Rtvillc.  Jr 

councilman  NORfl(  DISTRICT 
1404  CiTr  HMl 
SOr'fAUO  N  y  14202 


14,  19  7'; 


<  1 '  r  .  i\  i'  i(  'I  il  C  .  fin  l{  i'  S 
\  >  S  /  W  f}  ^  H  (' 

U  (  V  (  (•  (  I  ill]  (  >1  ('  r  f( 

1116  H  <  di]  n  a  S  t  H  r  r  / 

/;/i  W('M’  yonb  1  4  2  0/ 

It' a 'I  fci'.  : 

T/iruife  you  {)0K  ljouk  ivtt^n  o 
Octob(.*Ji  3,  and  tke  winutc-i^  {)^om  the  September 
50,  1975  meetdnq. 

I  am  defi^ndtelij  Inte  \e  ^ted  4  lie 
many  pnopo  you  ahe  d<  ng  ega/idn  ng 

t  h  ('  (  u  e  {)Hon  (  .  A  p  a  nt  of]  m  y  anin  c  i  ('  ma )  u  c 

d  {  6  /'  n  {  qJ  (  ^  /mm/)  /  :'i  e  d  b  y  t  h  ('  N  <  a  <  j  a  n  a  U  ve  ^  , 

Many  of]  my  cimstAfoenls  a -i  c  vc*uf 
c  (m  (' e '( n  i‘ il  aboui  the  Niaga^ut  (a  \n>  ^  j^HojecI^ 
ant!  J  fVnitigl  i' <  L  e  (o  be  hep  /  ab^n'OSf  (f  f  a  1 1 
(  n  f)  (» m a  ( ^  o  n  if  o  u  lAji  t  b  e  t a  b  <  n g  i  n4  ('o  n 
s  I  de  a  (  f  o  n  o  vi  t  ht^  a  ^  e  a  <  h  ( h  e  f  a  t  u  n  e  . 

t  e  a^e  k  e  ('  p  ('  a  d  v  i  6  e  li  of  {i})v  nm  <  h  f| 
me  e  t  a  ng  ^  ,  If  1  f  i  n  d  4  h  a  4  my  ^  c  h  e  d  o  ('  e  dee  ^ 
n  i'  (  a  f  F  n  to  f  n  n  a  4  4  e  ndanc  e  ,  I  to< '  n  4  d  a  jgi^i  e  e  <  a  t  e 
nere<OAng  a  ropy  of  the  minutes  6o  (hat  I 
w  (  4  4  b  e  a  tea  n  e  o  f  t  h  e  p^og^i  e  s  ^  b  c  4  ng  ma  d  e  . 

Once  again,  thank  you  foH  the 
miniutes  of  the  ta6t  mee.tAng,  I  took  fo^iWAnd 
1 1*  hea'*iing  facm  you  again, 

^inc  e a  e  (' if , 


J  h  n  ,  (  4  a  r  /•  )  /-r  v  (  t  ('  t*  ,  4  V  . 

14(1/1  (h  U  S  (  I  (' /  ('(•unc  liman 


f /'  k/l  Ml 


Town  of  Chookiowago 


HL'iTER  I  aRYAN,  P.E. 

Mwm  I  rji )i Nt  V  M 
vir.  f.n  1  x/.iift 


TQWN  HALL  -  OWDADWAY  and  union  ROAt:>  -  CHEEKTOWAQA.  new  YORK  14227 


Ortr.ber  JO,  irUj 


f I  f  ifif  ■  I  [UM'ii-ird  d.  IIup,[K^:.: 
n.r.  <d  iioorr. 

r/Vf.  fl CLr'CCl 
i^iiffrilo,  Nf'w  York  14? 0  7 

1 H  ■.  1  r-  f '  - .  1  ori^‘  1.  I  Iup/he5:  : 


4’l!'-  r*r*crL‘rit:  ion  plan  for  tho  Bui  i'alo  Metropolitan 
ar-r-n  ,ir:  out.  Jinod  at  your  r^epterriiver'  ?G,  197  5  meeting 
v/Hu.  v/f  i  J -jjlanned  and  presented.  All  of  tiie  pro  jects 
app^MT  could  and  would  undoubtedly  benefit  the  area. 
Wtii  h-  we  would  like  to  see  the  program  implemented,  we 
(eel  tiiat  we  have  no  voice  on  the  projects  since  the 
'I'ov/ri  of  Choektowaga  would  not  be  financially  involved 
in  rn.d'Irig  lli^'  projects  a  reality.  The  Town  is,  hov;- 
'-v^'r  ,  i  n  t  f'TO'rd  er1  in  u t il. iza  f.  i on  of  Cayuga  Creek  flood 
{d-iiii  or<'*as  for  r'^'''*r’oa  t  i  ona  I  joirposes  in  order  to  pr-e- 
v»  ril  '"*ilier  t  ype's  o!  devel  r)|)rrH'Ui  t.  . 


Ver-y  t yu  ty  your'S  , 

TOWN  or  CfirrKTOWACA 

'  V,  /,■.  /  , 

Cte  'vi.oT’  b  .  F^a  yan  ,  l‘ .  b  . 
Town  Engineer 


CEB :  t,v/ 


I 


County  of  Erie 

EOWARD  V  REGAN 
COUNIY  KXeCUTIVR 


DtVISION  OF  PLANNING 

CJharlos  (.) .  jirc^wn 
Diroct(jr 


FHONC-  7l«  .  SAA  8t0O 


October  B ,  1975 


Col.  Bernard  C.  Hughes,  District  Engineer 
Buffalo  District,  Corps  of  Engineers 
17  76  Niagara  Street 
Buffalo,  New  York  142  07 

Att(;ntion:  Char les  (jil hert 

D(,‘Qr  Mr.  Oilbort: 

'Phis  letter  i.s  sent  to  you  as  per  your  request  of  September  2fj,  1  975  .  It 
is  in  rog.ird  to  the  Corps  of  Engineer's  Comprehensive  Feasibility  Study 
of  vyatr'r  and  related  land  management  for  the  Buffalo  metropolitan  area. 

The  L)i vision  cd  Piannincj  agrees  with  the  general  concept.s  of  bikeways 
and  water  re]<in)d  recrcnational  facilities  which  were  described  by  your 
staft  during  the  September  26th  meeting.  The  Division  of  Planning  will 
be  pleased  to  review  the  Comprehensive  Feasibility  Study  document  as 
soon  as  it  is  made  available. 

While  wr‘  cannot  endorse  any  of  the  projects  specifically  until  we  have 
additional  information,  we  agree  that  greater  use  of  the  waterfront  related 
areas  for  recreation  in  this  area  is  important.  As  noted  at  the  meeting, 
coordination  of  such  projects  is  extremely  important. 

Wo  want  to  thank  you  for  giving  us  the  opportunity  of  rnoofing  with  you 
and  reprosontativos  of  the  other  organizations  protont  for  th(i  presentation 
of  the  CJorp's  study. 


Very  truly  yourr; , 


CHARLES  O.  BROWN 
Director 


ERtI  COUNTY  orriCE  aUtLOlNa  011  RRANKLrN  PTRECT  aurPALO  MTV,  YOhK  1A*0» 


New  York  State  Department  of  Environmental  Conservation 

Rr}'io)i  9  -  I’ish  and  Wild  I  Lie  Office 

1 Z  8  Soul h  S ( r ee  L 

OliMii,  Now  York  IA700 


Oj'doii  koid, 

(  fiinriMSMfiftot 


f  >(  I  I  »l)o  r  8, 


I')/') 


It*  •  M 1. 1 1  <  I  .  I  111)' I  le 
Oolotiol,  ol  I'in^'iiioors 

1770  N  i  ru  SLreol 
lUiffalo,  Nc-w  York  142  07 

Dear  Sir; 

Following  the  meeting  of  September  26,  1975  in  your  office,  we  would 
like  to  commend  you  on  an  excellent  job  with  the  Corps  Buffalo  Metropolitan 
Area  Study. 

In  .1  j'oiiornl  :;oii:io,  most  of  I  ho  proposed  i.mpr  ovemcn  Ls  to  urban 
l‘I::lMn)'.  .iiid  too  real  ion  would  ()o  (itillo  beneficial.  'I’lie  manner  <tl  ac- 
ottiiip  I  i  sb  i  nj'  I  hose  oiifls  is  sLilI  unslated  and  lliercdOre  wc  wo\i!d  reserve 
llu'  ii}du  lo  oj>j>o:;o  cor  I  a  in  spec  i  lies.  Due  I  cj  Ihe  efforts  of  this 
Doparlmonl  lo  intprovo.  Iishjii}^,  opportunity  in  the  Niaj'ara  HIver,  we  would 
wolroino  rocniis  I  rue  I  i  on  of  the  li  i  rd  fsi<and  Pier  and  Improve  access  at 
Pivor‘;i<lo  Park.  A:;  slated  in  prciviou.s  meeting's,  we  would  oppose  the 
orlp, in/ll  iiiasriive  till  at  Riverside  Park,  btit  find  less  fault  with  the 
reduced  j' i  1  I  discussed  at  J.ater  iiiee  L  i  ii?»s  . 

lu-hal)  i  I  i  [  a  I  ion  ol  Delaware  Park  i.ake,  done  in  an  en  v  Irtamien  ta  J  1  y 
accept  ah  le  manner,  wofild  be  beneficial  from  a  fisheries  standpt>int. 
Achievt:ment  ol  tliis  rehabi  litation  would  be  followed  by  a  complete 
survey  of  the  lake  by  this  unit  and  recommendations  for  a  fish  management 
plan . 

Additional  1 Isheries  resources  and  fisherman  access  are  prime  interests 
of  Litis  Dejja  r  Lincai  t ,  and  we  hope  many  of  the  aspects  of  your  study  are 
f ina I  I y  Imp  1 cmen  Led . 

S i nee re  I y , 


Siaricfs  N,  Frisa 
Hegiona  1  P  1  ri he  r  I  es 
Kegjon  9  -  Oicjan 


Manag.er 


CNF  All 


COW'S  01'  KNCINKCKS 


BUFKALO  DISTRICT 


"1 


7l^ 
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BUFFALO  EVENING  NEWS  -  30  Sep  75 

Attractive  Plan  for  Waterfront 


An  attrariive  and  lmar>>native 
million  plan  ff>r  irnpiovinj;  recreational 
facilitir*  along  the  Nia;;ara  Rivrr  and 
Hiiffj^lo  Harbor  hai  brrn  proposed  by  the 
[  1.  S.  (  orps  of  l^npjneci  As  a  major  step 
forvvord  in  opening  up  liic  siKjrelinp  f(,i 
public  enjoynvnl,  it  merits  the  support 
of  both  ICrie  County  fixeculivc  Regan 
and  Mayor  Makowski. 

Buffalo  has  recently  begun  to  reclaim 
and  improve  its  sadly  neglected  water¬ 
front  lands,  but  a  great  deal  remains  to 
be  done.  The  proposed  plan,  part  of  a 
larger,  comprehensive  study  of  regional 
flood  control  and  recreational  needs, 
would  create  new  opportunities  for  fish¬ 
ing,  biking,  hiking,  boating  and  ferry 
service.  Under  the  corps  proposal,  devel- 


fjpmrnl  .vould  start  immediately  on  a 
5l.r>  mil  lion  Hist  phase  umii;:  funds  i;om 
a  variety  (jf  stale,  lofal  and  fMb  ra! 
sources. 

f  or  a  long  time  the  Ijidfalo  area  al 
most  (  onipleirdy  ignou  d  [aibia  devi  lop- 
ment  of  its  waterfront  i (sources  —  .rj 
(  ontrasl  to  oilier  GrCvU  s  cornintiiii- 

lies.  Highly  promising  long  r.in;g'  shf/ir- 
line  plans  are  now  m  the  v.oiks,  imt  ihc 
pending  corps  program  looks  like  some¬ 
thing  that  mijdit  be  undertaken  without 
delay.  It  is  parii(.ularly  attractive  be¬ 
cause  all  of  the  proposed  new  facilities 
would  be  highly  accessible  to  urban 
populations  most  in  need  of  expanded 
recreational  facilities.  Such  iinprose- 
ments  also  would  contribute  to  the 
hoped-for  expansion  of  the  region's  i  .ur- 
ist  trade. 

In  short,  this  plan  looks  loo  good  and 
too  practical  to  be  relegated  to  sf^me 
planning  pigeonhole,  and  it  is  up  to  city 

insuring  ihai  il  enjoys  a  wor  liiiei  late. 


IIQDA  (DAEN-l'AI)  -  2 
NCDI’A  -  2 

^  Br/NY  Banin  -  1 


cour;;  oi-  i-.Nt;!  ni.m;;; 


IlDI'rALO  uiinuK 


liUi'KAi.o  -  Z7  scj)  73 


iliriiiy  ('oriis'  W;ilorfronl  Role  IJiitifctI 


The  U,S.  Aimy  Corps  of  Knyi- 
nej.«>  would  hnvo  a  limited  role 
In  iniphufieidmit  a  VlB-miUion 
waterfront  neroalion  plan  that 
it  ha.s  j>iodm  i  d,  it  vas  stressed 
on  Kiiday. 

Jos<-plj  Has^cy,  a  Corps  onpU 
ne<T  wlui  drvrlnpi'vi  11  w  plan, 
lold  about  'If  eouiily,  city 

and  town  that  tlic  only 

major  proit‘‘'l  Ihe  corps  could 


uiuh-rtakc  would  bo  the  ic- 
habililatioii  of  the  Rird  Uland 
Put  lo  improve  .safely. 

fla.ssoy  sai(f  o(h<T  projects, 
Including'  pa?  ks  development 
and  const  I  lu' lion  of  bicycle 
'paths,  woultl  ha\'c  lo  be  spon¬ 
sored  by  ha  ai  }'ov<TiimciiLs  with 
possible  assi  dance  from  the  U  S. 
liurcaii  of  Oiddour  Recreation 
and  Die  Stale  Office  of  i*arks 
and  Itecrealion, 


Basln/Mnsiicy 


1 


coKi'S  or 


/iii'iAi.o  1)1  yi'iuci 


lAl.ii  COUKII-K  I'Xl'W'.SS 


H:il<‘ri'roiil  Itomsilioii  S<‘( 


I  ill'  i  ’  S  Arniv  <  fjrps  of  Kii.'i- 
rit  r  I  ,  h.'is  inv  ihvl  si  nlo,  coiiiil , 
c  H  ,  oiijj  IftWM  ,  to  ;i  iiifo!- 

in;'  on  I'ri'ioy  to  hnof  tin'll)  on 
,1  t  J!  niillion  wotrrfroot.  rccuM 
tioii 

J(r.«-|ih  II  •  ^o,V.  a  civil  cii.;i 
i:rrr  will)  llio  Cf)rps,  whf)  ilr  ^ 
the  plan  ns 

Will)  MK'C’ifir  Cost  rstinrwilrs,” 
^ai(|  ttio  session  -v^'iH  bo  lioM  of 
2  I  rid/iy  afternoon  in  the  coipi 


offinn-,  I7Vd  Nia:*ar:i  SI  A  j>ni» 
life  inoetinK  is  srhc'dii i*'<l  for  7 
|i  tn.  on  Nov.  fi  in  the  Ijnflalo 
iVlUSflllM  of  SflCllfO. 

Tlie  fir  t  pijase  of  the  i)laM. 
which  would  rrijiiiro  fundiiKt 
from  a  variety  {»f  av:en<-ies.  calls 
for  and  construction 

<rf  a  bio.vcle  palli  in  Hivrrsidc 
I’ai’k,  safely  iinprovenienl.s  to 
the  Bird  Island  Idrr  and  a  bike 
path  on  Squaw  Island. 


CF: 

^  llasscy  - 


i;oi<r:i  ui'  i::.*,  i 


liDri  Al,0  lU.'/liCCT 


w'l  i'AiAj  evi;mi;;(,  Ai'/.:;,  -  2A  jjcp  /', 


Public-Access  Plan  for  Waterfront 
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HARBOR  JOB  —  The  U.  S.  Corps  of  En^inoers,  as  expansic-n  would  house  100  more  boats  and  a  proposed 

part  of  a  $1.3  million  Niagara  River-Buffalo  Harbor  w^aterfront  ferity  service  would  connect  the  site  with 

recreational  face-lifting,  has  proposed  a  $172,000  pro-  dtnvntown,  points  along  the  Niagara  River  and  Beaver 

ject  to  rehabilitate  the  Small  Boat  Harbor  dikes,  ex-  Island  State  Park.  T’iie  adjacent  Corps-operated  dike 

panel  them  for  biking  and  fishing  and  build  a  bike  path  disposal  area  would  he  converted  w'hen  filled  to  park 

connection  to  theTifft  harm  Nature  Sanctuary.  Marina  and  picnic  areas. 


k>r/NY  basin  ~  1 


/  ■'  f 


liM'  1  AL(^  iJj  ;/i  I  (;i 


hM'i-ALo  KVKNiAt;  !,c-p  /a 


Uy  PAUL  M.'uCLI WAN 
llic*  Li.  S.  C'orps  of  I;j) 
pinoors  (iisclost.Mi  doioiK 
tiuloy  a  .S^.K  million 
wal-.o’li  oiu  rc‘iijil)iliiiHirjn 
rcciNMiion  p  I  a  n  w  ii  i  c  Ii 
would  oprn  up  public  a( 
tu'^s  lo  the  li.'ubor  and 
Napcai  a  i  v  <•  r  s)ior<dinc 
lor  fishiti;',  bikini*,  b(jatin^ 
and  a  new  ferry  .servicf-s. 

'I  he  Corps  will  seek  (’(j-ippcr,!- 
liOM  of  area  ofiicials  al  2  PM 
rneelinii  Frulay  in  the  Coips  oi- 
fi(  e  for  an  itnniediale  start  on 
Ihc  first  sla^^e  —  a  .SI.')  million 
proj;  ra  m. 

Much  ol  ))o‘  fiindp);'  from  the 
prtd‘'et  would  eoinc  tiom  slate. 
connU',  rily  and  town  hndpels. 
'Ihe  Corps  said  it  will  sor-k 
fundliiii  for  a  major  rehafiilita- 
tion  of  the  Hird  Isl.ajuJ  pier  and 
some  |r(i(‘ial  money  nii|;lU  be 
availal)le  (or  reercation. 

'I  fio  repijrt  is  one  of  lour  s'":;- 
OM'iiis  ol  a  lJultahi  Metropoli¬ 
tan  .Siudv  (ur  whirh  Pf*[).  .ho  k 
f'  .  K'eiup  t  IC.  (I.UmIhH  rd  .S(‘ 
Cured  $71)11,1)1)0  fur  a  cornpi'plH-ii' 
siv  ••  flood  eont  rol-r  i’creai  ion 
study. 

kl'.Id.ASK  01'  ihc  rcp'Oi  lol- 
]ows  by  live  days  a  series  uf 
proposals  bv  ihe  (d  ie  AL-  Nia^ta- 
ja  Keiii«inal  Planning  j^oanl  for 
a  multi-million  dollar 
recreatjonal-indijslria)  curruhir 
from  Lake  L'rie,  up  the  Buffahi 
KiviT  |u  West  Seneca  and 
film  a  with  a  prfjjecled  ,S7.I  mil- 
lion.  Irailway-rccreaiion 
package, 

•Joseph  Kassey.  a  civd  engi¬ 
neer  w'ifh  ihe  (  orpv.  .said  (heir 
usat^r-orienred  recreation  study 
was  a  continuation  of  a  Region¬ 
al  Planning  Board  report  on 
"file  Urban  River''  providing  n 
detailcil  analysis  of  costs  and 
engineering  fcasihiliiy. 

Major  recommendations  for 
the  early  pliasc  include; 

R*"' ha  hi  lit  a  I  ion  and  eiilai;;c- 
UM  i;;  ut  tih-  dike  at  the  Niagara 
I- J  onlier  Small  Boat  Marhor  tu 
provide  a  hike  t>alh  ami  fislung 
/oer  airmg  the  ooler  harbor,  ft 
would  he  expanded  later  lo  in- 
*  liule  u  picnic  area  on  an  adja¬ 
cent  nearly  filled  f'  i  ps  dispos¬ 
al  area.  The  cost:  $i.2.000. 


—  J'L'R(  IIA.SI  Of'  fv.'o  2*1  p  j 
'  ‘•ngr  •  ho.p ar,il  ( -  >j  <.rrii'  '  •  'M 
of  nine  feny  lau'iin):  'P'-s 
pr<ividtri:'  'let'.’Ur  itie 

i  .f  io  iP'i'  in  Mar  in. I ,  ihe  Sm.tll 
IIo,,|  H.iiijur,  Spti.r.v  I  .lainl. 

•  li.tAhenv  ar.d  Ilea'.ei 

I '  l.i  fid  SLiU"  p.ti  I  ( lie  I  f(  f 
■  hi  iji'ltl,  plu’  .p'l'.pMilJ  •,  (.:|j  |., 
Oju  1  ute. 

—  (  iill.-il  r  i|  (lull  t,f 

t  I  I  a  a  o‘.  I* r  j  1. 1  .  <  t  lut ii  t  i  uj;* 

RiM/so/r  fCiik  fr,  Pif'  ’.jug.if.i 
Riv(m  '.koH’line,  t-  .i .ibij  diing,  a 

liike  p.il h  { Dinjcf  1  ill  *  R i\ Cl  id'' 
I'.uk  wuli  Jsh'  V  “  W  |‘;ttk  m 
lonawamla  via  lie-  riverlioiU. 
inland  llnnugh  loimwanda 
'Io\vnsln|)  to  I  vMi  Mile  Cieok  lu 
t  Ii  e  Isle  View  ikirk.  C  u.u : 
V)27.lMin 

—  I m,u ()\ emeni s  to  Bird  |s- 
lajld  j>ar  mrludmg  installaiion 
(d  a  (jt)i)i)-fo<)i,  S-hiot-v  ide  con- 
creie  walkway  and  railin/*,  plus 
another  liliUn  feet  wiih  handrails 
for  the  safely  of  lishertnen.  A 
lia/ardous  weather  warning 
system  would  cautmn  fisher¬ 
men  of  Storms  and  fiigh  water, 
lint  fall)  already  has  a  $int),fj()(l 
JR f)dei  ick  ('ark  i niprtivement 
I)rf)j<*(  t  uiKloi  way  |ust  rioilh  of 
(/lO  ()frr. 

— CONS  I  IUJ(  I  ION  ("  a 
liil.c  )/alh  i  I  lan  i  ki'  I  .i  ie  Basin 
Manna  to  I  aSallr  Park  and  on 
In  1  )av's  Pt)inl .  a  1 1  a(  I  of  land 
on  lie*  river  oiu  i li  o|  (he  llut- 
f.ilo  Yacht  Cliih  v.'lima*  a  feriy 
landing  site  is  proposed.  T  he 
present  .seawall  in  LaSalle 
park  would  be  r< 'placed  by  a 
step  wall. 

—  l.xtensKais  of  tla'  Delaware 
I  '.»i  k  l)ike  path  Uj  an  hide  .dniig 
ihc  right  of  wav  uf  a  jiiopos^d 
I\irk  Lake  wal*'r  tiinn*'l  bypass 
ami  a  .secnnd  paiii  around  the 
JUilralo  Psychi.'Uiu  C'enier. 

In  West  Sen^t  a.  the  Corps 
proposes  cnnstnicimn  of  a  1^7'),- 
(iOO  bike  and  hiking  path  al«mg 
La^enovia  (’reek  in  efmiunciion 
W’llh  its  flood  control  program. 
It  would  connect  Cazenovia 
Park  in  South  Buffalo  to  a  na¬ 
ture  trail  area  near  the  West 
Seneca  Development  a!  C  enter. 

T  h  e  (iorps  sai<l  the  fiist 
t)h;i‘.e  ))roj'’cl  v.nuld  tonn  tin- 
basis  for  an  expanded  water 
program  rinve  (he  kvy,  first 
.sra/fc  componenis  w  ere  in 
plav  e. 

'fill':  HUM-ALO  Mviiopohian 
Sludv  falls  ‘^'Hiiew hill  shm  l  of 
Ihe  Mh  ’J  million  Urhiin  River 
proposal  unveiled  by  llic  Ivne  Air 

Pap.o 


.  (  ‘  .n  S  i’'  ;M  1 

r;  i.v  r  '  a.tird  •  i  co-op*"  .."cm 
wub  JbiiJ-j'n  (.t)  Nov.  22,  i'iJi 
I  Tu  A  ever  .Mr.  lia.sey  siiid 
(  <) 'ps  pingriim  in*  ludc'.  e':  *• 
in)'  11.  ,  fsiima’*.*,^  er.;'in«< m 
I  onsKj.'iauof.s  .ind  pr.^jet  n,  c 
b<p.  ;,(<•  *•(  >n«>mi(.)]),’  |e,i.i|,,c‘ 
and  (  .01  be  iiiifih  nuThed. 

I  hr-  (flips  prnposiil  .irvwfr. 
nuf'  t  I  it  u  1  .iij  1/t  (  oum  V  .'I'.  ’* 

.M.Of  p.i/ks  propram  >  m  t.k.P 
all  ol  iIm*  p;o|iosrd  iiu  iliiic'.  .,rf’ 
(  lose  to  inb.in  j)' .piikitifjns  and 
.uai  ssibb-  in  n  my  Cii-a*.  bv 
jiublu:  traiisport.itifin.  In  adf!i- 
t'On  It  provifles  .»  terry  system 
conrim.img  the  fio  liities. 

I  In*  study  was  done  »n  part 
by  Kar/a  Jvngineering  of  Chn  .»* 
go,  ff.ir/.a  <(id  an  earlier  L.rie- 
Ni.igara  Water  Resources 
study  ffjr  ilit*  stato 

MR.  n  \SSi:A'  .iid  the  si  . 
also  idfnlifms  li  *•  govrinrnent 
that  V. ouid  haM-  respons.l>ilP> 
for  const nif'i ill,'  and  maintain¬ 
ing  the  facility.  It  is  these 

st«ito,  county,  cuv  and  I<jAn 
officials  V.  ho  w  ill  oc  invited  to 
i‘ I iday's  meeting. 

Mr,  ll.tss('y  Saul  he  will  be 
holding,  l.ilks  also  with  rep.r. 
seniiit) v(‘^  of  wateiirunt  indu 
trii-s  lo  disi  iiss  pussi  »h‘  c.r  ♦ 
tnenls  or  a(  c*‘S.'  llrouph  p:  i 
VMff*  ;.rup/‘)iy  t  w-aierfimii 

sites  lnrliuR*d  i‘  i  sessifm  with 
the  JomtA.inda  <  iievrolei  Dtvi 
Sion  of  (lencfal  Motors  and 
Dunlop. 

A  public  meeting  is  sched¬ 
uled  bu'  Nov.  .7. 

('ok  Bernard  C.  Ilugbes.  <!is- 
liict  f  niMneec.  Jms  asked  for  .i 
fin.'il  irpoK  hy  Nffvemher.  (he 
three  fiiho  pfmse .  of  the  study 
include  fifiod  co-arol  projrris 
f  f»  r  (  ■/eiioviu.  Cayuga  an  ! 

'I  fiu.u*.  .imla  C  r(  .‘Ks  scheduled 
to  be  linisfied  by  .1  une. 

(lie  I egionaLpIanning  board 
liiiS  cfjn.pleted  a  number  of 
.studie.s  recommending  creation 
fif  parks  along  creeks  in  (he 
two  counues.  including  ones  in 
the  Buffalo  River  watershed. 


?  of  Y.  PO:JOS 


Nl  W  y(JHR  M  A  f  I  I'AMKf,  ^  M»  TMI  A  TIOtJ 
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Mr.  Josf'[)h  I  i' IS  soy 
(J .  S  .  Arniy,  C^rps  of  Fnqinorvrs 
1  7  7  f)  N  i  aq a )  a  St  re c  1 
Buffalo,  Now  York  14207 

Poa  I  Mi,  Il,iss.i*y  : 


iii«  los(‘'l  with  lliis  you  wiIJ  find  a  copy  of  our 

■  .,na\  lo.'ii  i‘  Mju  In ‘V( '  1  Oj^men  t  Proyrarto  Soire  of  the  projects 
.fisou...>d  III  Mu-  ar<  biko‘ways  which  are  similar  to 

•In  :•  -  •■•in'.'  i;S  a  I'U;:.  tin*  C'r)rpis  is  ^ 'ra'j  s  tder  i  nq  in  the  Buffalo 
n  ‘  I  ■  i  .  ,1.  .o-'i.  toc'  ’  !.h_d.  :  lio  uso  of  existing 

t  I  ■■  T  Sikov/.iys  rrqjresonts  a  hxgn  priority  program 

,  :■  '  t  ;  /.  '  Pni*  hoiief  its  jn  the  forin  of  bicycling,  walking, 

!  ;  ■  .S  ,  I  ■  «  .a  ;  !  i  .1  nsp'  )r  ta  i  '  onal  uses  . 

.v-o  :  ;q*  I  ‘hat  i  n  .1  t  i  a  1  !  y  vou  contact  John  Seager 

ii  -!  i  )[  :  lud  Hit'  rf'uiunal  offices  of  New  York 

,.*  o  .  -‘p  i'  ‘  a  ';s  .  I  ns  f '■.  )r  ta  t  i  (  I  i  and  the  Department  of 

tif'if'  ,'i  '  ;  ‘  »!  o  >r,  .  ■  r '/.i  t  i  on  try  hcl{'  coordinate  further  work 
II  '.'..lii  ;  1  '  ■ :  -  a-M  j .  I’hM.sr'  lot  know  if  further  information 

Will  i "  lu'  1  f  a  u  i  . 

Sincf're‘//i 

y  /  '■ '' 

A/' ..r  ' 

I  V  < ;  n  i’ .  V amo  r: ,  D  i  r  e c:  t o  r 
P  I  a  n  n  i  n  q  a  n  d  H  e  s  cea  r:  c  h 

IPV/d  j  t 

cc:  J'hin  Smiger 

P.S.  i:pcloS'.'d  yr  a  will  .  ;  eo-  i  .a  bikc:way  funding 

research  effort  which  may  bi  h^'lp^ul  ^  r-v  your  work.  I  do 
not  guarant«.'e  all  of  it  to  be  coiich:!.,  however,  it  should 
be  a  goorj  st. tirt. 


1  i  1 1 


OF  /  J.'FI/.’I  I.KS 


lJU)  l  AFO  DISTKICT 


iiUFi  Ai.o  coUKii.i;  I  -  25  .hii  75 

u’i\ri*  v  uliic's  E'cmwii! 


\  r.  (!:  '  ‘  :i.l  M-f.tlmi:  .'j 

I  I  M  I  J  I :  Cl  IK  .1 1  I  ||C  fn  i! 

««f  \T  1  r‘ti^  M  ‘flMth  .-tl.*!  , 

;i  ID  'I  ji’.it  il  u  .IS  nlcii(i|tr.f 

1  luir*  cl.t\  :il  ti‘i  K'<'*ii  Hint  i'( 

Kciv  HI  .SlD'DiOK  • .  I.'»,  i\  hi) 

ill  ii'A  lu'd  S.diml.n  nr;ir  I liv 
IN  .IC’C  )Ji  hI^c. 


V. iiji, .(•i*s  Ilf  It  UiHjilnn  Avf*. 
'.I  I'  . -d  fi«ini  A  hir.'K'vjll  np.ir 
liic 

Ills  ^\;ls  disrovriPcI. 

r.c.iii;.-  h;ilf  A  nnlr  nv  :iy  fln.ilin»4 
I'r.ii  llic  slujrr  II  akh  I'cfijvcrrd 
b.\  till-  U  S.  ('o.ist  C«*ii  ud. 
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CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS 


BUFFALO  DISTRICT 


liUFKAl.O  CUURILH  EXl'IO'.fLS  -  18  hilv  7'j 

Yoalii  Presumed  Drowned 


Th«  I r^«rh»*ro(  «  r  1  v  #  r 
rtirr#*fiN  off  Ih#  f^'rr! 
bf#*akw^ll  :n»*  Wnunrk 

HI  v#T  th^  B’«rk  Rock 

Cftnal,  /ir  ;>'irpntlv  <•  1  a  !  m  ^ 
/irothPT  victim  or.  S’lhirHay  as  a 
]  year-old  Kast  Buffalo  hoy 
waa  as  rriiS>Lng  and 

presumed  drowned 

Calvin  -Tnioni  of  1  4 

Brighton  A  flapped  arn  fe  i 

off  fhe  hrmio-vnll  ;^rwi'p  4<>  feet 
north  of  tho  Pncp  Hr  fl.-:o  udo  ;t 
8  Sn t  -j  rr!  y  ni  >m i  n 2  ri  d  w a  < 
la^t  aeon  rio.iitng  pa'.t  tiie  font 
of  W.  Ferry 

W.  IVlavfln  S' at  I  on  rwilic*' 
aald  Sirrnnnna  h  i  h^'niher 

Rohert,  I",  nf  fho  larrie  a  ■'iros'. 
had  w;i!k«*d  out  alonq 
break  wall  from  th»  Wt.st  hide 


Rowing  f’lub  go  f'-hmg  and 
Ihe  voung^r  hr^!,d<*r  a  ippe<1 
the  wall  whe''e  water  rune  over 

u  , 

A  Coast  C'jflrd 
aaid  the  curreTit  in  the  avdi 
run  ring  Niagara  Hivpi" 

apparently  an^tched  the  boy 
a^ay  from  ^he  hreakwall  a^d 
carried  him  ‘'out  Into  the 
middle  of  the  rive:  " 

PArsom  at  the  Rowing  Club 
!''’d  the  Cori'^t  G'iarcl  they  saw? 
•-.A  youth  5  head  co  under  as  he 
the  font  nf  W.  FF'-rry  St 
Although  there  were  n  o 
"rporls  of  it,  auihoritje*;  said  it 
was  possih'e  that  the  tniy 
veiurfaced  and  waa  mt  ae#T. 
her  a 'I  re  he  wia  so  far  from 
"horre  Howev'er,  Ihev  ^aid.  no 
sightinga  were  ropnrtod  lafoi 
Although  only  one  o'Jier  man, 


a  «wlrTir.u''  his  drowre'f  the 
brA»lr»'a.J  t.iij  >e*r.  eutno"  ' 
laM  that  e  fyimoer  of  htfLoerf 
ard  f  '^i,erm**n  are  loat  eaoh 
'.■es''  near  ‘here  m  ‘-.e  ri'-e*-. 
x’hirh  a  current  of  between 
n.ne  a-d  12  miles  an  acrir  in 
that  area 

While  ^earchiok,  for  ’he  \y^7  a 
Coast  tluard  boat  puot  noticed 
five  other  fi^-hermen  ftrnrded 
on  the  hr‘',-;kw'al]  bv  rrsLP.g 
water  r.iu.=ed  by  high  wdnris 

They  were  taken  off  the  wall 
nn  a  r>ia  St  Guard  Auxiiiarv 
boat  from  the  foot  of  Porter 
Ave  Rc'ni^’d  wore- 

Fred  Rmne  14th  SI  ;  .Tof^on’ 
Racine,  83  18‘h  St.:  R-rhard 
7.entra,  42  Wnodette  St  .  James 
Zoigmvr^,  344  Parkdaie  Ave  ; 
and  Tennece  Loveland.  389 
Prospect  Ave. 
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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

21  South  Grcrve  Street,  East  Aurora,  New  York  14032 


June  26,  1973 


Colonel  Bernard  Hughes 
U.S.  Amy  Corps  of  Engineers 
1776  Niagara  Street 
Buffalo,  New  York  14207 

Dear  Colonel  Hughes: 

The  U.S.D.A*  Soil  Conservation  Service  has  been  involved  with 
and  interested  in  streanbank  stabilisation  for  many  years. 

Recently,  ve  have  been  working  with  a  task  force  from  your  office 
on  coordination  of  a  study  for  the  Buffalo  Metropolitan  area* 

This  Joint  effort  should  help  improve  services  available  to  the 
public. 

For  streams  within  our  responsibility,  the  SCS  can  provide  tech¬ 
nical  assistance  to  landowners  in  solving  streambank  erosion  and 
related  problems. 

Ve  look  forward  to  further  cooperation  in  this  problem  area  and 
will  provide  whatever  services  we  can  to  your  efforts* 


Sincerely  yours. 


^7 


Francis  L.  Zaik 
District  Conservationist 
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Scalo  iri  MiU^s 
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.  Area  E 
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•  Buffalo  SMS A 
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DISTRIBUTION  OF  POPULATION  IN  URBANIZING  PART  OF  STUDY  AREA 


197  0  C<'‘nsus 
Popular  ion  2/ 

Percent  of 
Study  Area 
Populat ion 

P^^rcent  of 
Buffalo  SMSA 
Population 

Percent 
Projected 
Growtli  to 

Year  2000 

AREA  A 

C  1  r  I  os  0  f  Bu  f  fa  1  0  ,  La./kawa:'.:  .a  , 
T.o.awa:  la,  F.'rrh  TtOiaw.K.da,  a!*J 

N  i  a  a  >  a  '  a  1  1  --  ,  ; :  a  T  O'  w : .  of 

To.-.v.v-a.-.da 

AREA  B 

742,232 

357,777 

525 

251 

555 

275 

00 

AREA  A  *  AREA  B 

1  ,  U'O  ,  009 

775 

825  ! 

205 

AREA  C 

77,97  2 

65 

6'm 

525 

AREA  A  -  AREA  B  -  AREA  C 

1,177, 981 

835 

87; 

225 

i 

Bur falo  Me r repo ii tar  Study  Area  — ' 

1,422,200  1 

1005 

1007 

3  u  f  f  a  1  S  ■  S  A 

sErie  and  Miagara  Counties)  — 

1,349,211 

955 
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CHARACTERISTICS  AND  RUNOFF  OF  PRINCIPAL  STREAMS 


STUDY  AREA 
PRINCIPAL  streams 

TRIBUTARY  TO: 

LAKE  ERIE: 

Cat tarauqus  Crook 
Kiqhtoonmilo  Crook 
South  Branch 
Smoko  Crook 
Buffalo  River 
Cayuga  Crook 
Buffalo  Creek 
Cazoiiovici  Creek 
West  Branch 
East  Branch 

NIAGARA  RIVER: 

Scajaquada  Creek 
Tonawanda  Cro^ok 
Eliicott  Crc'ok 

LAKE  ONTARIO: 
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Johnson  Creek 
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1.67 
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1.46 

19.87 

1.69 
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REGIONAL  STOCKING  PROGRAM 


NKW  YORK  STA  I'F.  DKPAKTMFNT  OF  ENVI  RONMKNTAl,  Co.'.'S  |;HVAT  I  ON 


GREAT  LAKES  STrX’KINO  -  RKi .  1  ON  0 


LiX’at  ion 

Lake  Erie 

Cdttaraagus  Creek 

E igyiteeiuni  1 T'  Cr(H-"k  and  South  Branch 
Chautauqua  Cret^k 
Dunkirk  Harbor 


Total 

Iicike  Oritario 

Olcot t-Wi Ison  Area 
E ighteenmi le  Creek 

Total 


Species  and  Number 


Chinook,  finger lings 
Coho,  clings 
Coho ,  year  1 i ngs 
Coho ,  year  1 i ngs 
Chinook,  finger  lings 
Coho,  year  1 i ngs 


Br  own  Tr  .out ,  year  1  i  ngs 
Ciiinook,  fingerlings 
Coho,  year] ings 


1975  URBAN  POND  STOCKING  OF  CALICO  BASS 


Log at i on 

Niagara  County 

Hyde  Park  i.akij 

►  ‘  Da  VIS  S  t  a  t  ^ ;  P  a  r  k  P  o  i  id 

Erie'  County 

Sheridan  Park  Lake 
South  Park  L.ako 
Wi  1 1  lamsv i  1  le  Poiid 
Como  Park  Lake 
Akron  Falls  Park  Pond 


N umber  S  t  o c k e d 


L  ,  00'^' 
J  ,  "Oe 


2 , 000 
2 , 1  u  )0 
2 , 000 
2  ,  I'K  )0 
1  ,  Oui ) 


50,000 

50,000 

25,000 

15,000 

50,000 

10,000 

200,000 


40,000 

75,000 

20,000 

135,000 
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LIST  OF  TRO 

NEW  YORK  STATE  DEPARTOENT  OF  ! 


Stream 


ERI  ^  ‘OUNTY 

Buffalo  Creek  Watershed 
Buffalo  Greek 

East  Branch  Cazenovia  Creek 
East  Branch  Cazenovia  Creek 
lattle  Buffalo  Creek 
buffalo  Creek,  Tributary  69 

Eighteenmile  Creek  Watershed 
Eighteenmile  Creek 
South  Branch  Eighteenmile  Creek 

Cattaraugus  Creek  Watershed 
Cattaraugus  Creek 
North  Branch  Clear  Creek 
Clear  Creek,  Tributary  9 
Sudmeyer  Creek 
Kelly  Brook 
Derby  Brook 
Spring  Brook 
Hosmer  Brook 

Cattaraugus  Creek,  Tributary  51 


Sectioij 


Tributary  64  (above  Wyoming  County  line)  to  ^ 

Tributary  8  to  Tributary  24 

Tributary  22  (Holland)  to  Source 

Tributary  4  (just  above  Clinton  Street)  to  Oi 

Entire  Streaim  j 

Tributary  60  to  Source 
New  Oregon  to  Source 

Tributary  41  (]ust  above  Hecht  Bridge)  to  Wyl 
Mouth  to  Tributary  6 
Lower  one  mile 

Entire  Stream  ; 

Entire  Stream 

Entire  Stream  ; 

Pond  115  at  Springville  to  Source 
Entire  Stream 

Mouth  to  Wyoming  County  line  j 


WYOMING  COUNTY 

Niagara  River  Watershed 
Tonawanda  Creek 
Little  Tonawanda  Creek 
Little  Tonawanda  Creek,  Tributary  8 
East  Fork  Tonawanda  Creek 
Perry  Brook 


Tributary  66  at  Varysburg  to  0.5  miles  abovel 
Tributary  8  to  Dale 
Lower  0.25  mile 

One  mile  below  Tributary  3  to  Tributary  4 
Lower  one  mile 


Buffalo  Creek  Watershed 
Beaver  Meadow  Creek 
Fitzgerald  Brook 
Fitzgerald  Brook,  Tributary  2 
Fitzgerald  Brook,  Tributary  1  of  2 

Cattaraugus  Creek  Watershed 
Cattaraugus  Creek 
Cattaraugus  Creek,  Tributary  51 
Clear  Creek 
Monkey  Run 
Hiram  Lake  Outlet 
Flynn  Brook 

FLyi'in  Brook,  Tributary  2 

Wither  ill  Brook 

Wither  ill  Brook,  Tributary  2 

Witheiill  Brook,  Tributary  1  of  2 


Mouth  to  Tributary  2  ^ 

0.5  miles  below  Tributary  2  to  Tributary  3 
Mouth  to  Tributary  1  j 

Entire  Stream  j 

County  line  (just  above  Yorkshire)  to  Java  Ii 
Erie  County  line  to  Source 

Mouth  at  Arcade  to  Cattaraugus  County  line 

Tributary  3  to  Source 

Entire  Stream 

Mouth  to  Tributary  4 

Entire  Stream 

Mouth  to  Tributary  2 

Entire  Stream 

Entire  Strecun 


1/ 

y 

3/ 


i. 


NSA-  Natural  Spawning  Adequate 

Number  it.  parenthesis  represents  the  number  of  miles  stocked 

This  listing  does  not  include  salmon  stocking  in  Eighteenmile  and  Cattaraugus  Creeks. 

/ 

/ 

/ 


OF  TROUT  WATERS 

ITMENT  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSERVATION 


r 


,  Sect ion 

[ 

I 

I 

f 

^ty  line)  to  Tributary  69 

i 

i 

[street)  to  0.2  miles  above  Tributary  10  at  Marilla 


p 

Jaridge)  to  Wyoming  County  line,  above  Yorkshire 


Mileage  Status 


2.5 

NSA  1/ 

1.3 

Stocked  (13)  2/ 

6.0 

NSA 

3.5 

NSA,  Posted 

2.0 

NSA 

2.0 

NSA 

4.3 

NSA 

7.9 

Stocked  (7.0)  _2/ 

4.5 

NSA,  Rainbow  Runs 

1.0 

NSA,  Rainbow  Runs 

2.2 

Posted 

1.0 

Posted 

4.8 

NSA 

3.5 

NSA 

4.0 

Stocked  (2.0)  2_/ 

2.5 

NSA 

>  miles  above  Southburg 


fibutary  4 


kibutary  3 


t)  to  Java  Lake 
unty  line 


9.0 

NSA,  Stocked  ( 

3.2 

Stocked 

(3.2) 

0.25 

NSA 

1.5 

NSA 

1.0 

NSA 

4.5 

Stocked 

(4.5) 

1.5 

NSA 

0.4 

NSA 

0.6 

NSA 

11.5 

Stocked 

(11.2 

1.8 

NSA 

1.6 

NSA,  Stocked 

2.0 

NSA 

1.7 

NSA 

2.5 

NSA 

1.5 

NSA 

1.0 

NSA 

0.8 

NSA 

0.  3 

NSA 
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STREAM  RIGHTS  ACQUISITION  PROGRAM 

NEW  YORK  STATE  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENVTRONMENTA!.  CONSERVATION 


Additional  Miles  Miles  Purchased 


Recommended 

to  Date 

Location 

for  Purchase  (1975) 

(April  1975) 

ERIE  COUNTY 

Eighteenmile  Creek 

6.0 

(Mouth  up  6  miles) 

None 

Cattaraugus  Creek 

4.86 

(Tributary  41  to 

Wyoming  County  line) 

2.14 

Hosmer  Brook 

0.06 

(Entire  Stream) 

1.94 

Spring  Brook 

3.5 

(Pond  115  at  Spr ingville 
to  Source) 

None 

WYOMING  COUNTY 

Cattaraugus  Creek 

4.50 

(Wyoming  County  line 
to  Java  Lake) 

6.95 

Flynn  Brook 

None 

0.41 

Clear  Creek 

None 

0.60 

CATTARAUGUS  COUNTY 

Cattaraugus  Creek 

5.67 

(Tributary  41 
to  Wyoming  County  line) 

2.23 

Lime  Lake  Outlet 

0.763  (Entire  Stream) 

3.737 

McKinstiy  Cieek 

1.88 

(Entire  Stream) 

2.62 

Clear  Creek 

0.67 

(Entire  Stream) 

3.56 

Elton  Creek 

10.96 

(Mouth  to  Tributary  16) 

4.34 

Mansfield  Creek 

0.90 

(Mouth  to  Maples) 

3.90 

South  Branch,  Cattaraugus  Creek 

4.0 

(First  bridge  upstreaon 

4  miles) 

1.57 

CHAUTAUQUA  COUNTY 

Cattaraugus  Creek 

2.0 

(Lower  2  miles) 

None 
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Calendar 

Year 

Mean 

Maximum 

i  n  i  mum 

1972 

571.92 

574.66 

569.90 

1971 

571. 32 

572.97 

569 . 9 1 

1970 

571. 11 

573.  14 

569. 74 

1969 

571.59 

573. 38 

570.03 

1968 

571.01 

573.99 

569. 22 

1967 

570.54 

572. 32 

569 . 00 

1966 

570.04 

572.49 

■j  ( >  8  .  / 
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509.41 

572. 16 

5e6. 29 

1964 

569.00 

570.90 

566 . 60 

1963 

569.44 

571. OS 

568.09 

Year  Means 

570. 54 

572.70 

568 . 7 1 

Statistics  from  "Water  Resources  Dafa  for  New  Yoik, 
Part  I,  Surface  Water  Records"  U.S,  Gf-o]  oq  i  cal  :-cacvcy 
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BUFFALO  METROPOLITAN  AREA  STUDY  •  SUMM 


ANNUAL 


TOTAL 

OPERATION  & 

DEVELOPMENT 

MAINTENANCE 

LOCATION 

MEASURE 

COSTS  1/ 

COSTS 

RIVERSIDE  PARK, BUFFALO 

A 

Improvements  to  Existing 

to 

Shoreline,  Bicycle  Path,  and 

$ 

313,000 

$  71,000 

ISLEVIEW  PARK,TONAWANDA 

Pedestrian  Overpass 

B 

Park  Construction,  Bicycle  Path, 
Walkway,  Overpass,  Parking 

790,000 

183,000 

C 

Park  Construction,  Bicycle  Path, 
Walkway  Overpass,  Parking,  and 
Picnic  Area 

1 

,293,000 

232,000 

SQUAW  ISLAND 
and 

A 

Pier  Rehabilitation 

Recreation  Access  Improvements, 

202,000 

19,000 

BIRD  ISLAND  PIER 

B 

Squaw  Island  Parking 

Pier  Rehabilitation 

Recreation  Access  Improvements, 

325,000 

202,000 

78,000 

Squaw  Island  Parking, Park  Development 

1,068,000 

ERIE  BASIN  MARINA 
to 

A 

Day's  Point  Parking,  Bicycle  Path 

49,000 

25,000 

LaSALLE  PARK 
and 

B 

Shore  Protection  in  LaSalle  Park 

292,000 

29,000 

DAY'S  POINT 

Bicycle  Path,  Day's  Point  Parking 

NFTA  SMALL  BOAT 

HARBOR 

A 

Dike  Rehabilitation,  Bicycle 

Path,  Parking,  Picnic  Area 

172,000 

63,000 

B 

Park  development.  Boat  Slips, 

Bicycle  Path,  Parking,  Picnic  Area, 
Dike  Rehabilitation 

745,600 

95,000 

C 

Boat  Slips,  Bicycle  Path,  Parking, 
Park  Development , Picnic  Area 

1,978,500 

136,600 

WATERFRONT  FERRY 

SERVICE 

Two 

Nine 

25-Passenger  Boats 

Landing  Docks 

165,000 

42,000 

DELAWARE  PARK  LAKE  Two  extensions  of  existing  Bicycle 

Path  System 

Increased  Cost  to  C  of  E  for 
Maintenance  of  Black  Rock  Lock  and 
Channel  if  Delaware  Park  Lake  is 
Bypassed . 


37,000 


CONTROL  of  FLOATING  DRIFT  Enforce  existing  laws  &  Improve  if  necessary 
and  Periodic  streambank  maintenance 

STREAMBANK  DEBRIS  Niagara  Riverfront  maintenance 

Niagara  Riverfront  surveillance 


CAZENOVIA  CREEK  Hiking  and  Nature  Trail  9,600 

Recreation  Access  Improvements, 

Bicycle  Path  to  Cazenovia  Park  50,000 


/ 
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31,000 


12,000 


40,000 

35,000 

30,000 

1,500 


41,10(fl 


m 


NUMMARY  OF  ALTERNATIVE  IMPROVEMENT  MEASURES 


lUAL 
TION  & 

ENANCE 

«5TS 

ANNUAJ. 

REPLACEMENT 

COSTS 

AVERAGE 

ANNUAL 

COSTS  i/ 

TOTAL  DAILY 

CAPACITY 

(USER-DAYS) 

ESTIMATED 

ANNUAL 

VISITATION 

(USER-DAYS) 

BENEFIT 

PER 

USER-DAY 

ANNUAL 
BENEFITS  — / 

BENEFIT-COST 

RATIO 

^1,000 

$  5,800 

$  114,000 

8,125 

707,000 

$  1.50 

$  887,000 

7.8 

33,000 

2,300 

234,000 

10,525 

915,800 

1.50 

1,148,000 

4.9 

32,000 

3,300 

316,000 

13,325 

1,160,000 

1.50 

1,454,000 

4.6 

! 

19,000 

5,600 

61,000 

2,200 

191,400 

1.50 

240,000 

1 

3.9 

78,000 

6,000 

163,000 

4,500 

391,500 

1.50 

491,000 

3.0  i 

25,000 

250 

28,000 

2,900 

252,300 

1.50 

316,000 

11.3 

29,000 

250 

47,000 

3,350 

291,500 

1.50 

365,000 

7.8 

63,000 

1,000 

75,000 

1,815 

158,000 

1.50 

198,000 

2.6 

95,000 

4,400 

145,000 

2,830 

238,000 

1.50 

298,000 

2.1 

36,600 

4,840 

264,800 

5,027 

429,319 

1.50 

539,000 

2.0 

42,000 

2,500 

55,000 

400 

26,400 

3.00 

66,000 

1.2 

31,000 

200 

34,000 

3,500 

304,500 

1.50 

382,000 

11.2 

12,000 


NOTES : 

V  Includes  approximately  35%  for  Engineering,  Supervision,  Administra- 

tion  and  Contingency.  Does  not  include  interest  during  construction. 

40,000 

^  Assumes  interest  rate  of  5  7/8%  and  50  Year  Amortization  Pferiod. 

35,000 

2/  Assumes  full  benefits  achieved  in  5  years,  increasing  by  20%  per  year. 

30,000 

1,500 
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